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4 CURRENT TOPICS. 
2a Lanv Transrer Bill passed through the Standing Com- 
be of the House of ee on Tuesday, some small amend- 
its, the nature of which is stated elsewhere, being introduced 
tne motion of the Lord Chancellor. The provision that the 
m should come into operation on the Ist of Jan next 
teates the determination of the Government that it aball be 
wemmed this year if possible. The ts were to be 
orted on Thursday, and it was understood that the Bill 
wuld ‘be set down for third reading on Friday. The committee 
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and the profession will do well to keep their eyes open and be 
ready for action at any moment. 





Ir 1s staTeD that there will be a very large number of motions 
to be heard before the several judges of the Division 





Ir 1s announceD. that Court of Appeal No. 2 will next week 


hear Queen’s Bench final ap day, with the exception 
that, after the Palatine hee are disposed of, two Chancery 
e hearing, lore, of ay 


appeals will be heard. 

final appeals, with the above exceptions, has ceased 

geomet sittings. In Court of A; No. 1 there will, after 
onday next, be a few new trial cases to be disposed of and 

some judgments to be pronounced, and probably both divisions 

may rise on Thursday next. 





of the Chancery Division, with the exception 
MER, have discontinued for the present sitti 

the hearing of witness actions. There were in the lists at the 
commencement of the sittings 269 witness actions, and, on 
searching the cause book, it that not more than 150 
had been disposed of up to the 4th of August ; this would leave 
about 119 cases as remanets for the next sitti and these, in 
addition to 100 set down since the beginning of July, and those 
yet to be set down, will make the number by the 24th of 
October very nearly equal to that at the commencement of the 


present sittings. 


On Tvespay last, in the Standing Committee of the House of 
Lords, the amendment, to which we referred last week, pro- 
posed by the Lord Chancellor in the Judicature Bill, 1893, that 

wer of making rules of court pur- 
suant to section 17 of the Ap Jurisdiction Act, 1876, and 
section 19 of the Supreme of Judicature Act, 1481, is 
vested, shall include the President of the Law 
Society for the time being, and shall also include two 
es whom shall be a practising barrister) to be appointed 
or the purpose in the same manner as the four ju in the 
last-mentioned section referred to,” was added to the Bill; 





id it may be anticipated that this provisi 


law. The direct representation on the Rule Committee thus 
given to the Council of the Law Society cannot fail 
to be of the utmost advantage to the public and the ; 
and the increased dignity thus lent to the position of President 
of the Law Society is matter of considerable 
satisfaction. He is to be practically henceforth an ex officio 





Lorp Herscuett took occasion, in 
mittee of the House of Lords on Tuesday, 
committee that “ nothing would gi 
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of presenting to Parliament a sketch only of his proposals, 
asking for authority to complete them by rules at his leisure ; 
and in part a notion that opposition to a measure will be 
obviated if debateable details are kept out of it. We have 
repeatedly called attention to the dangers of this practice, and 
we rejoice to see that Lord Herscuert is not disposed to 
countenance its extension. 


Tue Votuntary Conveyances Act, 1893, which came into 
force on the 29th of June, 1893, provides, in effect, that a 
voluntary conveyance of hereditaments, whether made before or 
after the passing of the Act, “if in fact made bond fide and 
without any fraudulent intent,” shall not be ‘deemed fraudu- 
lent or covinous within the meaning of 27 Eliz. c. 4, by reason 
of any subsequent purchase for value” made after the passing 
of the Act. We must again enter our protest against an Act 
which changes the ordinary law of property being made to take 
effect from its passing. The practitioner has no means of ascer- 
taining whether an Act is passed or not until it is published, 
either in the Law Reports or in some other legal periodical, and 
therefore the wiser course is to give a reasonable time after the 
passing of the Act before it comes into force. While the Act is 
a step in the right direction, as it obviates a serious difficulty 
that sometimes occurs in titles, it does not touch the provisions 
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52, 5. 47); a 
matter of small importance, however, if the decision in Re Brall 
(commented on below) is correct. 


Tue case of Re Brall, Ex parte Norton (41 W. R. 623), is most 
important. There has long been a doubt in the profession as to 
the effect of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 
47, where the person who takes under a voluntary settlement 
subsequently makes a conveyance for value. It will be 
remembered that the section in question declares that a 
voluntary settlement shall, in certain cases, be “ void against 
the trustee in bankruptcy” of the settlor. It has been 
held in Re Briggs § Spicer (1891, 2 Ch. 127), and possibly 
the more common opinion was, that “void” was to be taken 
in its ordinary meaning, so that a voluntary settlement of 
land rendered it unmarketable during the period of ten years 
mentioned in the section. Vavcnan Wiiiams, J., has, how- 
ever, decided that ‘“‘void” in the section in question means 
“‘yoidable,” and he cited in favour of this opinion Re Holden, Ex 
parte Official Recewer (36 W. R. 189, 20 Q. B. D. 48). He 
points out that if the settlement is not void ab initio all those 
authorities apply by which it was decided, under 27 Eliz. c. 4, 
that a purchase for valuable consideration from a person 
making title under a voluntary conveyance relates back so as to 
prevent the original conveyance from being a voluntary convey- 
ance within the meaning of the Act. The practical result 
appears to be that a purchaser or mortgagee without notice of 
any act of bankruptcy of the voluntary settlor can safely pay 
the money to, and take a conveyance from, the person who took 
under the voluntary conveyance. The decision, of course, is 
only that of a judge of co-ordinate jurisdiction with the learned 
judge who decided Re Briggs & Spwer, and it will be for the 
Court of Appeal to settle this conflict of view. 





Ir is HARDLY necessary to say that the first duty of a solicitor, 
when he undertakes to act for any person, is to see that he has 
proper instructions from that person. The neglect of this pre- 
caution in the case of Cuthush v. Cutbush (reported elsewhere) 
might, as Currry, J., pointed out, have had serious results in 
the shape of costs. In a partition action the plaintiff’s solicitors 
entered an appearance, and purported to act, for another of the 

es entitled to the property upon whom the judgment had 
ordered to be served. hey took their instructions 
from his mother, and she omitted to acquaint them with the 
trifling fact that he was a lunatic, As long as no inquiry 
had to be made for him, all went well. A contract of 
sale which had been entered into was confirmed in the 
action, and the purchaser paid the purchase-money into 
court. The fatal moment came when the conveyance had 





to be executed, and then the necessary was found to 
safely shut up in an asylum. Clearly, if the purchaser or th 
parties to the action had chosen to make this a matter ¢ 
technical objection, a large part of the proceedings might k 
been set aside, and the court would have had no option save 
make the solicitors liable for costs. Fortunately, howeve 
everyone was anxious to have the matter wound up, and withe 
out more trouble a guardian ad litem was appointed, who sub: 
mitted, on behalf of the lunatic, to be bound. In the resulg@ 
therefore, no one was hurt, but all the same the case deserves 


be remembered. 





WE reEcentLy referred to the impending changes in the” 
Metropolitan county court system, and to the report, th 
not finally settled, of the committee on those courts. 
is understood that the first report of the committee has b 
presented, and that it is not unanimous. A scheme is now 
under consideration for the establishment of a central county” 
court for the whole of London and an area round London, ig” 
which remitted actions would be tried, as well as interpleader” 
proceedings and employers’ liability actions, and actions bal 
the jurisdiction of the county courts, which the parties 5 
shall be tried in the county courts. It is also pro to 
establish in connection with this county court a central officg,~ 
from which any one who so desires may issue plaints, notices, 
and the like for any county court district in the Metropolitan” 
area. The suggestion is that the judges to sit in the Central” 
Court should be county court judges nominated by the Lom 
Chancellor for the purpose, and selected from a rota composed 
of the judges of the Metropolitan county courts and of those 
judges of country circuits who reside in London, and who may 
be willing to sit in the Central Court; that the sittings should be 


3 


the same as those of the High Court, and that two or mor | 


judges might sit at the same time in separate courts. It is 
further proposed that provision should be made for re 
moving actions remitted by the High Court to a local” 


county court for trial into the Central Court, and vig” 
versd, and for a registrar and a regular staff at the offices” 


x 


of the Central Court. The outline of the scheme has et 


been urged by Mr. Munron, and was suggested to the Lom” 
Chancellor by the Council of the Incorporated Law Society” 
last year. It seems to us that there can be no question as # © 
the advantage to the public and the profession which would ~ 
result from its adoption, and we hope to hear before long that ~ 
it has been carried out, perhaps with some modifications. It is” 
one of the many disadvanta 3 
is no accommodation available there for such a Central Court, ~ 
but it ought to have its habitation as near to them as possible, ~ 





Tux Decision of the House of Lords last week in Zhe Bankier 
Distillery Co. v. Young & Co. (19 Ot. of Sess. Cas., 4th series, 
1083) appears to be an easy application of the principle 
lished by Baird v. Williamson (15 CO. B. N. 8. 376). In the 
latter case it was held that, where there are two adjacent i ; 
a higher and a lower, the owner of the higher mine is enti : 
to if his minerals, working with skill and in the usual mannet — 
and if, in exercising this right, he causes water to flow into te — 


lower mine, he is not liable, provided the flow is due simply @ 


the action of pi, It is for the owner of the lower mine® 
f by lea ES 


rotect himse ving a barrier. But the superior o 
no right to go further and to make himself actively an 

in increasing the flow of water, as by pumping. “ The la 
said Entz, 0.J., in delivering the judgment of the court, “a 
imposing these regulations for the enjoyment of somewhat com 
flicting interests, does not authorize the —— of the 
mine to interfere with the gravitation of the water, so a 
make it more injurious to the lower mine or otvenea 
himself.” In the present case the pursuers carried on 
ness of whisky distillers at the of Bankier, on the D 
Burn, near Bonnybridge, Stirlingshire. The water of the bu 
its natural state was soft, and specially suitable for the produ 
of the spirit. The defenders, the owners of an adjacent col 
ee: water from the coal workings, and discharged it inte 
itch leading to the burn. It was alleged that the water Wa 
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with mineral and other impurities, including sewage, 

failed, It was shewn, how- 
ever, that the water thus introduced into the burn was hard, 
and was introduced in such quantities as to make the water 
of the burn hard, and deprive it of its special aptitude 
for the distilling of whisky, although it was still serviceable 
for all ordinary purposes. On these facts it was urged 
that, even if the colliery company were riparian owners, usin 
the water of the burn and then passing it on, they woul 
still be bound to restore it to the stream unchanged in chemi- 
cal qualities, so as to be fit, not only fur primary purposes, 
but also for any special purposes to which it was put 
by lower proprietors. On this point the Court of Session was 
against the pursuers; but in the House of Lords, though no 
decision was given, Lord Macnacuren and others took a 
different view, and intimated that the inferior owner was 
entitled to receive the water in a condition unimpaired as well 
for secondary as for primary purposes. In fact, however, the 
defendants were not, in the ordinary course, returning to the 
stream water which, as riparian owners, they had abstracted 
from it, but were pumping into the stream water which, 
if left to the action of gravity, would probably never have got 
there. They were therefore within the principle of Baird v. 
Williamson, and were held liable for any damage which the 
wrongful introduction of this water caused. 





In tHE case of Zhe General Phosphate Corporation (reported 
elsewhere) Mr. Justice Vavenan Witx1aMs pointed oyt another 
matter on which the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, has 
varied the old practice. Under the former practice, as laid 
down by the late Sir Gzorcz Jzssxx, an allegation that 
frauds had been committed in the promotion and formation of 
the company was an insufficient ground for making a winding- 


up order: Re Haven Gold Mining Co. (830 W. R. 389, 20 Ch. D, | 74 


151), because a majority of the shareholders could have waived 
the fraud. Sir Gzorcx Jzssxn said: ‘‘ The mere fact of there 
having been fraudulent misrepresentations in the prospectus (if 
they should hereafter be proved to be fraudulent) is not sufficient. 
A company may, if they think fit, waive the fraud and complete 
the bargain, and go on, or they may vary the bargain on the 
ground of fraud and complete it with variations.” Section 8 of 
the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, according to the view 
of Vavenan Wit.i4Ms, J., alters the law as laid down by Sir 
G. Jzsszxr, M.R. It will be remembered that, by section 8, the 
official receiver after a winding-up order may make a report 
stating “‘ whether in his opinion any fraud has been committed 
by any person in the promotion or formation of the company.” 
A winding-up order, therefore, under the existing law might be 
the means of bringing out the particulars of fraud which could 
be brought out in no other way. Though, as will be seen 
from our report, the judgment of Mr. Justice Vavcuan WILLIAMS 
hardly amounts to direct decision, yet it is a very important 
“semble,” which company draftsmen will do well to note and to 
consider in the drafting of petitions for compulsory winding up. 


Tuere is a kind of four-footed race in which each man rides 
his opponent’s animal, the last animal in being the winner. 
Something very like this appears to have occurred in the case 
of Re Wilson, Wilson v. Holloway (1898, 2 Oh. 340). The 
question was whether certain investments devolved to the plain- 
tiff as heir, or belonged to the plaintiff and defendant as next 
ofkin. Ifthe report is correct, counsel for the plaintiffi—i.., 
the heir—argued as follows :—“The estate was held for the 
aor of a partnership between the testator and S. in the 

usiness of a land speculation. The interests of the two part- 
ners were therefore in the nature of personal estate: Darby v. 
Darby (8 Dr. 495); Re Hulton - L. T. N. 8, 200).” The 
defendant, whose rights as next of kin had been so well put by 
his eget did not take a mean advantage and adopt them, 
but nobly contended as follows:—‘'In the cases cited it was 
intended to divide the proceeds of the land in question; there 
Was no intention to divide the land in specie, Here the rights 
of the yoie under the agreement between them are to have 
the land, There is no equity in one party to have any part of 





the land sold. There has, therefore, been no conversion.” His 
m imity was unrewarded however, for his arguments pre- 
vailed. It is not often that Chancery reports contain such grim 
humour as this. 








ASSENT BY EXECUTORS TO RESIDUARY 
BEQUESTS. 


Tue case of Austin v. Beddoe (41 W. R. 619) is im as 
deciding, apparently for the first time, that the doctrine of assent by 
an executor applies to residuary bequests, so that upon assent as 
to the whole or any parti es comprised in 
the residue the title of the residuary | is complete without 
assignment. It seems curious that the cases hitherto should 
have related to specific legacies only, but as to the effect of 
assent upon these there is, of course, no doubt. Where there 
has been a specific bequest of a term, the term vests in the 
legatee upon assent by the executor; and where the bequest is 
to one for life, remainder over, since the life interest and the 
remainder form together one estate, an assent in favour of the 
tenant for life enures also for the benefit of the remainderman : 
Paramour v. Yardley (Plowd. 539), And so where the executor, 


being himself the tenant for life, has taken under 
such circumstances as to show that he holds as tee and not 
as executor, his assent will be inferred, and on his death the 


term will vest in the remainderman: Young v. Holmes (1 
69). Consequently in Doe v. Guy (3 East, 120) Lord Exzen- 
sorouGH, ©.J., stated the law in the following terms :—“ It 
never could be doubted that at law the interest in any specific 
thing bequeathed vests in the legatee upon the assent of the 
executor. If it should afterwards appear that there is a defii- 
ciency of ve oa, me nae eg will 
interfere an e re in the proportion 
uired. It makes no difference whether the bequest be of a 
personal or real chattel.” And, after referring to the authorities 
cited above, his lordship continued : “ The assent of the executor 
once given to a specific | , vests the interest at law irrevoc- 
ably ; and this is not broken in upon by any subsequent case.” 
The result in that case was that the was allowed to 
recover a leasehold house and ises in ejectment yer the 
executor, and in Williams v. Lee (3 Atk. 223) it was that, 
upon a specific ng aro of a chattel, and assent by the executor, 
the legatee might bring trover if the executor delayed to deliver 
the chattel. 

‘These cases are clearly in terms confined to specific bequests, 
and in the first re Pedi we note the distinction 
which has been established between them and general 

ecuniary legacies. Although the executor assents to the 

tter and promises to pay, yet the legatee has no action at 
law against him. At one time a different opinion prevailed, 
and in Atkins v. Hill (Cowp. 284) and Hawkes v. Saunders 
(Cowp. 289) it was held that the possession of assets and the 
duty to pay the legacy formed a good consideration for the 
promise so as to support an action of assumpsit. These cases 
appear, however, to have been overruled by Decks v. Strutt ( 

. R. 690). There, indeed, there was no assent or 
promise to pay, and the question really before the court 
was whether, from the legal or equitable obligation 
pay the leguey, fe Se See ey See 
ar action might be brought. get nth way 1ega- 
tived, and yet an executor might still have been left 
to be sued upon an express promise. The judgment of 
Lord Kenyon went, however, upon 
that it was inexpedient to allow an action at law 
brought for a legacy. ‘‘ When it is considered,’ 
what manner a court of equity in in suits for 
taking care that , eee ion is e 
entitled, and w inconvenience and 
families would have ensued from npg egy re an 
be brought in a court of law for a 
who have wished to support the action in a common 
would hesitate before they came to the conclusion 
can be maintained,” 
the executor has or has not 
Jones v. Tanner (7 B. & O, 542) ‘ 
Kenyon’s judgment had always been considered as an 
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fied decision that an action at law could not be maintained for a 


l ; 

Deeks v. Strutt was anterior to Doe y. Guy, and it was naturally 
relied on in the latter case as shewing that the right to bring an 
action at law had been negatived, not only as to a general legacy, 
whether the executor had assented or promised to pay or not 
but also as to a specific legacy with regard to which he had 
assented. In terms, perhaps, Lord Kenyon’s judgment went 
as far as this, but the law as to specific legacies was too well 
settled for any doubt to be cast upon it, and Doe v. Guy, as 
stated above, reaffirmed the rule that, after assent, the property 
in the thing specifically bequeathed vests in the legatee, and, as 
a result, he can recover it in an action at law. It should be 
noticed that in Doe v. Guy the court distinguished Deeks v. Strutt 
on the ground that, in the latter case, there was no express 
promise. They did not, therefore, give Lord Kenyon’s judg- 
ment the full effect which has since been ascribed toit. Possibly 
it is still an open question whether an action will lie against 
an executor on his express promise to pay a general legacy 
supported by the possession of assets. But it seems the better 
opinion that, as stated by Lirrrepatz, J., no action at law lies 
for legacies, and the case of specific legacies is only excepted on 
the ground that, as to these, the executor’s assent vests the 
property in the legatee (cf. Williams on Executors, p. 1941). 

e result as to specific and general legacies may be stated, 
therefore, as follows :—There is a settled rule of law that assent 
to a specific legacy vests the property in the legatee, and, this 
being the case, the legatee, as legal owner of the property, is 
necessarily entitled to the remedies of a legal owner, and he 
may recover the property at law against the executor as much 
as against a stranger. No repugnance of the common law 
courts to entertain actions for legacies could have any effect on 
this clear legal right. But as to a general legacy the circum- 
stances are quite different. There is here no property to vest in 
the legatee. The utmost he can do at law is to make the 
executor liable in a money demand, and this could only be done 
— @ promise supported by proper consideration in respect of 
which assumpsit would lie. As we have seen, one question was 
whether such a promise could be implied, and it was held that 
it could not. But, even where there was an express promise, 
there was still the question of consideration. Possibly this 
might have been got over, but at any rate there was 
no such clear right to sue in assumpsit for a general legacy 
as to sue in ejectment or trover for a specific legacy, and in 
practice Lord Kznyon’s judgment put an end to the chance of 
such a right growing up. 

The question is, then, how these results are to be applied to 
a bequest of residue which is found to include chattels, whether 
real or personal; and Norrs, J., has held that there is no dis- 
tinction in such a case between a specific and a residuary 
bequest. ‘I find,” he said, ‘no trace of it, and no authority 
has been cited to me in which there is the slightest trace of any 
distinction between the two. In my opinion the necessity for 
assent to a bequest of residue is the same as the necessity for 
assent to a bequest of a specific chattel or chattels in order that 
it may vest in the legatee, but when it does vest in him, no 
doubt he then has the legal estate, and can dispose of it.” It 
seems clear that if we regard simply the question of the vesting 
of the property in the legatee, it is difficult to draw any distinc- 
tion between a chattel specifically bequeathed and a chattel 
constituting part of a residue. In either case the assent of the 
executor is an intimation that, so far as he is concerned, he 
wishes the gift to take effect, and the result in passing the 
oe gril should be the same in the one case as in the other. 

ut it must be remembered that, whatever the rights of the 
creditors may be to compel the legatee to refund, the executor is 
without remedy save when debts are discovered of which at the 
time of assent he had no notice ; and though, in the case of specific 
legacies, this may be allowed, it is a more serious matter in the 
case of residuary bequests. Moreover, if the property passes, it 
follows that the residuary legatee can recover in an action at law 
against the executor, and it may be said that this is an exten- 
sion of the exception from the principle supposed to be estab- 
lished by Deeks v. Strutt (supra) that a legatee shall not recover 
his legacy at law. Neither of these reasons, however, seems to 
be sufficient to throw doubt on the conclusion at which Norra, 





ment of debts, and as to the legatee being able to maintain 
action at law, this is rather an application of the exception in 


executor only for the purposes of the wi 


of a formal assignment. 








PROPERTY IN TUNNELS. 


have held, affirming the Oourt of Appeal, that the appellant 
company are liable to be assessed to the land tax in respect of 
tunnels made by them for the purposes of their railway. The 
question at issue was whether such tunnels came within the 
meaning of either of the terms “lands” or “ hereditaments ” in 
38 Geo. 3, c. 5. By section 4 of that statute the land tax ig 
imposed on ‘all and every manors, messuages, lands, and 
tenements, and also all quarries, mines of coal, tin, and 
lead, . . . and all hereditaments, of what nature or kind 
soever,” situate in England or Wales. Upon the word ‘‘here- 
ditaments” a restriction was placed in Chelsea Waterworks 


course, both to corporeal and incorporeal hereditaments, and, 
under the last category, it includes easements. But, having 
regard to the object of the Act, the court held in that case that 
it must be restricted to rights which carry an interest in the soil, 
and, consequently, that the waterworks company were not liable 
to be assessed in respect of the right of laying pipes. “The 
mere power to lay the pipes in the land,” said Lord Campsett, 
C.J., “cannot be considered land or hereditament; nor do we 
think that the pipes, when laid, can be so considered, within the 
meaning of the Land Tax Acts.” 

Had it been decided in the present case that the right of the 
railway company to make oe occupy the tunnel gave them 
merely an easement in the soil, it would have been necessary to 
consider whether this decision was correct, but the House of 
Lords held—and, indeed, there seems to be no escape from 
the conclusion—that the ownership of the tunnel conferred a 
greater right. This seems to follow both from the provisions of 
the private Act, 42 & 43 Vict. c. cci., under which the railway 
was constructed, and from the nature of the rights which the 
actually exercised over the tunnel. Under the private Act, wit 
respect to any lands which they were authorised to enter on, 
take, and use for the purposes of the railway, and which were 
under the roadway or footway of any street, road, or highway, 
they were not required wholly to take the Jands, or any part of 
the surface thereof, but might appropriate and use the 
subsoil and under - surface. Here, then, there was a dis- 
tinct intimation that the ownership of such part of the 
soil beneath the surface as should be required by the 
company was to vest in them, and this result could hardly be 
cut down by the fact that the following section referred to the 
right thus acquired as an “easement.” The draftsman may 
have thought proper so to call it, but a right which, as conferred 
by one section, requires the appropriation and user of the soil, 
ought to be treated according to its nature rather than accord- 
ing to the name which happens to be given to it in another. 

And when it is considered what is involved in an easement, 
and what is involved in ownership of the soil, there can be 
no doubt under which category the rights of a railway com- 
pany in respect of a tunnel are to be placed. An easement 
confers only a right to use the land in common with the 
occupier ; and although, in the case of an easement of laying 
pipes, there is necessarily involved the exclusive use of some 
small part of the subsoil, yet this does not practically inter 
fere with the user of the land by other persons. But so soom 
as a right requires for its exercise the exclusive user 
of a substantial part of the land it ceases to be a mere 
easement, and imparts an interest in the soil. A grant of 





the exclusive use of land, it has been said, is a grant 
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J., arrived. It is the executor’s own doing if he assents to thé” 
bequest, and he should be careful not to do this until he ig” 
satisfied that the rest of the property is sufficient for the pay. = 






question than an extension of it. The proeety vests in the 7 

, and, as soon as itis 
known that neither debts nor legacies stand in the way of the 
residuary legatee’s beneficial enjoyment, it is reasonable that 
the legal interest also should pass to him without the necessity 


In The Metropolitan Railway Co. v. Fowler the House of Lords z 


Co. v. Bowley (17 Q. B. 358). Primarily it may extend, of © 
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of the land (Capel v. Buszard, 6 Bing, at p. 159); and 
in Reilly v. Booth (38 W. R. 484, 44 Ch. D. 12) it was thought 
that a grant of the exclusive use of a covered gateway carri 
the property in the space included in the gateway. “It may 
be,” said Corron, L.J., ‘‘and I think this is probably the true 
construction of it, that the grant of an exclusive use for ever 
of this p does convey the property in that passage.” 
And Lorzs, L.J., was still more emphatic :—‘‘ The exclusive or 
unrestricted use of a piece of land passes the property or owner- 
ship in that land, at there is no easement known to law which 
gives exclusive and unrestricted use of a piece of land. It is 
not an easement in such a case, it is property that passes.” All 
this applies with equal force to the case of a railway company 
who under their Act of Parliament are, in the first instance, 
empowered to appropriate enough of the subsoil to construct a 
tunnel, and then have in fact the exclusive use of the space so 
appropriated. 





LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


REGISTRATION OF TITLE.—The Standing Committee of the House of 
Lords have agreed, on the motion of the Lord Chancellor, to several 
amendments of the Land Transfer Bill. Clause 1 provides that, in a 
district where registration of title is in force, a purchaser shall not, 
until registration, acquire the legal estate in any freehold land, ‘‘ but 
on his being so registered, his title shall relate back to the date of the 
execution of the conveyance, and any dealings with the land before 
the registration shall have effect accordingly.” The concluding 
words thus quoted have now been omitted. At the end of clause 1 
a new sub- ioe has been inserted, providing that ‘‘it shall be law- 
ful for her Majesty in Council to revoke or vary an order made under 
this section.” In clause 8, relating to registration of an heir or 
devisee, the word “‘ transfer’’ has been replaced wherever it occurs by 
“convey ” or * conveyance” as the case may be, and for sub-clause 
(3), which provided that no fee should be payable on any transfer 
under the section by personal representatives to a eee beneficially 
entitled to land, there has been substituted the following :—‘‘ Where 
the personal representatives of a deceased person are i as 
proprietors of land on his death a fee shall not be chargeable on any 
transfer of the land by them unless the transfer is for valuable con- 
sideration.” The following new clause was inserted after clause 13: 
“Where a charge is registered for securing an account current or 
future advances or payments, whether with or without present 
advances, the registered proprietor of the charge shall, sub- 
ject to any entry to the contrary on the register, be entitled, 
in priority to any subsequent charge, to the payment due 
to him in respect of the account, advances, or payments up to 
the limit, if any, mentioned in the charge, and if there is no 
such limit up to the sum covered by the Tniand Revenue duty paid 
on the charge.” To clause 18, which gives the definition of land, was 
added the sub-clause :—‘‘ In this Act the expression ‘ personal repre- 
sentatives’ means an executor or administrator’; and a new clause 
was inserted after clause 18, providing that the Act should come into 
operation on the first day of January next. 

Law or Commons.—The memorandum prefixed to the Law of Com- 
mons Amendment Bill, which has been introduced by Lord Turina, 
explains that down to the passing of the Metropolitan Commons Act, 
1866, commons were liable to be inclosed in one of three ways :— 
(1) under the provisions of the Inclosure Acts ; (2) under an ancient 
custom (which exists in many manors) enabling the lord, with the 
consent of the homage, to grant pieces of waste as new copy- 
holds; (3) under the Statute of Merton Sg 1235) upon the 
lord of the manor proving that he had left sufficient pasture 
for the commoners, such sufficiency, if in dispute, to be deter- 
minéd by a jury on an assize of novel disseisin. This statute 
lay dormant for centuries, but has lately been revived owing 
to the difficulty which is found in obtaining local Inclosure Acts. 
The Metropolitan Commons Act, 1866, took away the power of 
the Inclosure Commissioners to inclose metropolitan commons, and 
the Commons Act, 1876, advocates regulation rather than inclosure. 
By section 6 of the Copyhold Act, 1887 (a provision inserted on the 
recommendation of a Select Committee of the House of Lords), it is 
enacted that all grants purporting to be made under a custom to 
inclose with the consent of the homage shall be illegal unless made 
with the previous consent of the Board of Agriculture, and that in 
giving such consent the board shall have regard to the same con- 
siderations as are required to be taken into account by them before 
authorizing a general inclosure wader the Inclosure Acts. It seems 
desirable, says the memorandrm, to extend to the inclosure of 
wastes in hold manors the restriction already imposed on 
the inclosure of wastes in copyhold manors by the Copyhold 
Act, 1887, and such is the object of the present Bill. The pre- 


ed | Clause 2 “an inclosure or 





amble of the Bill recites the substance of the momorandum, and 
its chief provisions are contained in clauses 2 and 3. Under 


approvement of any 
La, ers to be made under the Statute of 
valid unless it is made with the consent of the Board of Agriculture” ; 
and under clause 3 “in giving or withholding their consent the 
board shall have regard to the same considerations as are directed by 
the Inclosure Acts to be taken into account by them in gi or 
withholding their consent to any inclosure of common inal 
those Acts, and shall give an ty to all persons interested in 
the common to object to such inclosure or mi) te ” Clause 1 
gives the short title ‘‘The Law of Commons t Act, 1893,” 
and clause — existing rights. After a a ee ie * which the 
Marquis of SALIsBuRY strongly opposed as interfering with 
the rights of lords of manors, the second reading was carried by 32 
to 23. 

SuPREME CouRT OF JUDICATURE.—The Se See of the 
House of Lords have, on the motion of the Lord cellor, inserted 
a new clause after clause 3 of the Supreme Court of Judicature 
providing that ‘‘ the persons in whom the power of ing rules of 
court pursuant to section 17 of the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876, 
and section 19 of the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1881, is 
vested, shall include the president of the Incorporated Law 
9 ob 1 dhpoo being, and shall a — } mig a (one of = 
8 a we barrister) to be appoin' urpose in 
same hed ae gee e four in the tatb-tiandionst section 
referred to.” In clause 4 (power to make orders with respect to 
officers of the np poe — an amendment was made requiring 
the concurrence of the Lord Chief Justice, the Master of the Rolls. 
and the President of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division 
repectively, ‘“ as any matters for which their concurrence is 
now ni a er amendments were in the clause, 
including the omission of salaries from the list of matters subject to 
regulation, and a provision that orders as to retirement and removal 
should not apply to any master or other judicial officer. A new sub- 
clause was waded providing that “for the purposes of this section 
‘master’ means any officer ing the rank of master, registrar, or 
chief clerk in any of the legal departments, and ‘ judicial officer’ 
includes the masters and visitors in lunacy and the official referees.” 
The Bill wos cndenal te Seeuaeeee Nameeenneny 

BILLS ADVANCED.—The ied Woman’s Popes Sst (1882) 
Amendment Bill and the Li Court of P. have been 
read a second time, and the Statute Law Revision (No. 2) Bill has been 
read a third time, in the House of Lords. 

BILLs PASSED INTO LAw.—On the 27th ult. the Royal assent was 

ven to the Consolidated Fund (No. 3), Burgh Police (Scotland) Act 

1892) Amendment, Land Tax ioners’ Names, Prison (Offi- 
cers’ Su uation) No. 2, Friendly Societies Act (1875) Amend- 
ment, Rivers’ Pollution Prevention, Railway Servants (Hours of 
Labour), Barbed Wire Fences Bills, and to a large number of private 
and provisional order Bills. 
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REVIEWS. 
THE LAW QUARTERLY REVIEW. 


‘‘ narrow and pragmatical definitions,” which seems to shew that that 
author is very much in disgrace. “It to us,” says the editor, 
‘that what we have to do at t, if we are to have any uate 
theory of law, is to forget the Austinian analysis as soon as " 
The attack is contin Mr. Farelly in his article on “The Basis 
of Private International Law,” where he recurs to Savigny’s concep- 
tion of law as existing in the “ consciousness of the people” until 
defined and reduced to writing by the jurists. In plain English this 
means that custom is the basis o: oes which as to early 
law may be true; but no one supposes 
modern law has been produced in this way. It may be necessary to 
correct “argon 4 a and wre Segoe te dou is 
altogether to be set asi i 
ak aaien ioe existing i the “ consciousness of the people 
appears from Mr. Maitland’s 
his series on ‘‘ The Survival i 
of Aston, in Oxfordshire, had certain lands which were allotted 
them annually by a body known as “‘ The Sixteens.’ 
ments the allottees might have a movable freehold or 
so the estate for the time was determined; but 
certain aoe yi or a which ws including the at 
discretion of sixteens y 

wo sgt the inhabitants,” and w 
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estate the sixteens might have in these was a question which was 
submitted to Sir Orlando Bridgman by Mr. Horde, the lord of the 
manor in which the greater part of the land was situated. Needless 
to say, Sir Orlando did not dive into the “consciousness of the 

le.” He looked round for a precedent, and found it in the case 
of the Warder of the Fleet. That worthy had an interest in the shops 
in Westminster Hall as incident to his office, and so it was suggested 
that the sixteens might have an estate in the ‘‘hams” as incident 
to theirs. This seems like imposing on the people a definite rule 
already existing elsewhere, not evolving law out of their conscious- 
ness. We have further antiquarian matter in the editor’s ‘‘ Archaism 
in Modern Law,’ an address delivered before the Juridical Society 
of Glasgow in December last, but the rest of the review deals with 
matters of more current interest. In ‘‘ Betterment” Mr. John R. 
Adams gives some of the results of the scheme known by this bar- 
barous word as it has been worked in America. In “‘ Special Indorse- 
ment on Originating Summons” Mr. Cator has no difficulty in 
replying to Mr. Snow’s recent attack on the latter form of procedure. 
Clearly the originating summons has been found of too great prac- 
tical utility to allow of its being set aside simply for the sake of 
uniformity. Mr. J. A. Lovat-Fraser has an equally easy task in 
‘‘The Bar and the Circuits,” where he points out the anomalies 
and inconveniences of the present exclusive circuit arrangements, 
These were founded on a state of things which has quite passed 
away, and their continuance is solely a question of time. In an 
article on David vy. Sabin (1893, 1 Ch. 523) Mr. Maughan takes 
exception, as others have done, to the decision of the Court of 
Appeal. And finally Mr. Showell Rogers brightens up a somewhat 
heavy number with a “‘ Ballade of Judicial Notice,” founded on the 
headnote to Fay v. Prentice (14 L. J. C. P. 298) :—‘‘ Held, that the 
court will take judicial notice that rain falls, and after the lapse of 
some time, in the absence of evidence that none has fallen, will 
presume there has been rain.” Whereon the poet, after ascribing 
sundry stanzas to the court, makes them conclude :— 

“ Suitors, wnose aching backs do break 
With cdsts, and penalties, and pains, 


We take—at least you'll own—we take 
Judicial notice that it rains.’’ 


BOOKS RECEIVED. 


Hic et Ubique. By Sir Wizt1AmM Fraser, Bart., M.A., of Christ 
Church. Sampson Low, Marston, & Co. (Limited). 


The Law of Landlord and Tenant, including the Practice in Eject- 
ment. By Jos—EPpH HAWORTH REDMAN and GEORGE EpWwArD Lyon, 
Barrister-at-Law. Fourth Edition By Jos—epH HAwortH REDMAN. 
Reeves & Turner. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 
THE NOMENCLATURE OF WASTE. 


Sir,—If your contributor erred, he erred in good company: see ¢.g. 
one phrase only in Lewis Bowles’ case (1616), (11 Coke 79b, at p. 158): 
“‘Tf a lease is made to one for the term of another’s life, without 
impeachment of waste, the remainder to him for his own life, now he 
is punishable for waste, for the first estate is gone and drowned; so 
of a confirmation.”” Nodoubt in old times the words ‘“ impeachable ” 
and ‘impeachment ” took the word ‘“‘ of,’’ but in modern times the 
usage of ‘‘ for” or “ of” has been indifferent, corresponding with the 

e in popular diction. W. A. BEWEs. 

11, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C., Aug. 1. 








At Birmingham, on Tuesday, Mr. Justice Hawkins, when the grand jury 
had finished their duties, said that he found that there were no fewer 
than twelve pene in gaol who had been committed ‘to the next quarter 
session, which would not take place, as he understood, until October. It 
was a cruel thing to have those prisoners lingering in prison for two 
months awai their trial. For somebody’s whim or convenience’ they 
had been committed to the sessions instead of the assizes, but he should 
see what he could do to remedy what seemed to be an absolute scandal. 
He had the power to try those prisoners if they so desired, and it was a 
cruel hardship that when there were judges able and willing to try them, 
they should allowed to wait so long. He should, therefore, have all 
those prisoners brought before him, and if, as he expected, they desired to 
be tried forthwith, the services of the grand jury would be required to 
consider the indictments presented against them. He could not, there- 
fore, yet discharge the grand jury. Later in the day the prisoners com- 
mitted to the sessions were brought before his lordship, and with one 
exception, expressed their desire to be tried by him at once. His lordship 
‘directed that the d jury and the witnesses should be in attendance on 





Friday, and said that he would take their trials then. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
Er parte INDEPENDENT ORDER OF FORESTERS—No. 2, 2nd Augush 


Company — Lire Assurance — Derosir — Investment —CoLontaL So 
GuARANTBED BY ImpERIAL GOVERNMENT—33 & 34 Vicr. c. 61, 8. § 
R. 8. C., XXII, 17. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J. The above-nameg 
Independent Order of Foresters was started in Canada some ten or twe} 
years ago, and in 1892 extended its operations to the United Kin 
one of the objects of the Order being te carry on the business of a life 
assurance company. Under the Life Assurance Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vick, 
c. 61), 8. 3, it is provided that ‘‘every company established after the 
passing of this Act within the United Kingdom, and every com 
established or to be established out of the United Kingdom, which 
after the passing of this Act, commence to carry on the busincss of life 
assurance within the United Kingdom, shall be required to deposit the 
sum of £20,000 with the Accountant-General of the Court of Chancery tp 
be invested by him in one of the securities usually accepted by the court 
for the investment of funds placed from time to time under its adminis. ~ 
tration, the company electing the particular security and receiving the ~ 


income therefrom, and the registrar shall not issue a certificate of incor. 


poration unless such deposit shall have been made, and the Accountant. ~ 
General shall return such deposit to the company so soon as its life — 
assurance funds accumulated out of the premiums shall have amounted to 
£40,000.” Accordingly, on the 11th of November, 1892, a sum of £20,000 
was deposited by the company, and on the 19th of December an order on 
originating summons was made by Kekewich, J., at chambers that euch 
sum should be invested in India 3 per cent. stock, and the same realized 
£20,227 10s. 9d. stock. Upon it being found, some time after this had 
been done, that this was an investment which the Order was not author- 
ized to make under its Act of In ration, a summons was taken out 
under ord. 22, r. 17, on the 5th of July, 1893, by three persons who 
were trustees of the order, asking ‘‘ that the sum of £20,000 India 3 per 
cent. stock in court to the credit of Hx parte The Independent Order Mf 2 
Foresters may be sold, and that the proceeds of such sale may be inv br 
in Canadian Government Inter-Colonial Railway Loan, redeemable 1903 
and 1908 (30 Vict. c. 16).”” On the 24th of July Kekewich, J., dismissed 
the summons. The applicants appealed. On the ap coming on on 
the 26th of July the case stood over upon the court intimating an opinion 
that, if the Board of Trade should, on bei 
application, see no objection to the proposed investment, their lordships 
might be willing to let the money be invested as asked. The motion now ~ 
coming on again, a letter from the Board of Trade was produced, dated 
the Ist of August, saying that ‘‘the matter would appear to be entirely ~ 


one for the consideration of the court, but at the same time the Board of 


Trade had no objection to urge against the proposed change of invest- f 
ment.’’ 
that ‘‘ the Canadian Government Inter-Colonial Railway Loan, 1903 and 
1908, was raised by the Government of Canada in two moieties in 1868 and 


1873 for the purpose of the construction of a railway connecting Quebee, 


in the Dominion of Canada, with Halifax, Nova Scotia,’’ and that “‘the 


interest, at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum, on the capital not exceedi 
£3,000,000 is guaranteed by the Imperial Government by 30 Vict. c. l 
intituled ‘An Act for authorizing a guarantee of interest on a loan to be 


raised by Canada towards the construction of a railway connecting Quebee e 
it further stated that the average price of £100 of such ~ 


with Halifax’ ”’ ; 
loan for the last ten years had been considerably above par; and, in the 


opinion of the deponent, the proposed change of investment would be ~ 


beneficial to the Order and to the policyholders. Ord. 22, r. 17, of the ~ 
Rules of the Supreme Court (which rule came into operation on the 26th of © 


November, 1888) provides that ‘‘cash under the control of or subject to ye 


the order of the court may be invested in the following stocks, funds, or ~ 
securities—namely (inter alia), stocks of Colonial Governments guaranteed 
by the Imperial Government.’’ Re Blue Ribbon Life, §c., Co. (34 Sot 
crrors’ JouRNAL, 30, 38 W. R. 104, W. N., 1889, p, 176) was referred to. 
Tue Covrt (Lixpiey, Lorgs, and A. L. Surru, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal, 
saying that, upon verification of the letter of the Board of Trade, the order 
might be taken.—CounseL, Tindal Atkinson and W. H. Moresby. Soue™ 
crrorns, Calhoun § Watt. a 
{Reported by Anraun Lawrence, Barrister-at-Law. | 


High Court—Chaucery Division. 
Re PEAKE’S SETTLED ESTATES—North, J., 29th July. 
Petition ror Satz or Setriep Lanp—Power or Satz anp ConveRsioy—= 


Direction as To Time or 
Serrnzep Lanp—Exrress Dectaration—Serriep Estates Act, 187] 
8. 38. 


This was a petition under the Settled Estates Act, 1877, and the Settled 
Land Acts, 1882-1890, on the part of the trustees of, and certain beneli= 
ciaries claiming under, the will, dated the 6th of October, 1871, of Th 
Peake, who died on the 23rd of April, 1881, that the trustees of the 
might be authorized to sell for cash the whole or any parts of the (tee 
tator’s) “‘said Tileries Estate and any other lands, hereditaments, 
premises of the said testator which they were not already authorized to Be 
with power from time to time to enter into contracts for such sales, su 


. to the approval of the court, and also from time to time, with the appre is 
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tho court in each case, to lay out any part or parts of the estate of the 
ST testator, Thomas Peake, deceased, for streets, roads, paths, squares, 
gardens, or other by spaces, sewers, drains, or wa “ag e tes- 
tator had by his will given his residuary estate to his trustees on trust for 
sale and conversion, and had added the following clause :—‘‘ And whereas 


I have by great labour and exertion and large ex: ture acquired certain 
yaluable mineral lands forming Bp: of my te, and it is my earnest 
wish and desire that the same shall remain in my family for a considerable 


number of years, so that they may enjoy the fit to be derived from 
the development thereof. Now I hereby express my will to be that the 
trasts for sale contained in my said will shall not be exercised in so far as 

relate to my said mineral lands and estate until after the decease of my 

mt sons and daughters.’’ And the testator gave his trustees power to 
postpone the conversion of any part of his real and estate. The 
sons and daughters of the testator were still living; but the trustees were 
mnable to work the minerals at a profit. The point arose, Did the words 
in the testator’s will constitute an express declaration under section 38 of 
the Settled Estates Act, 1877, to prevent the exercise of its powers by 
the court: Re Williams’ Settled Estates (W. N., 1878, p. 189) was re- 


ferred to. 

Nortu, J., held that they did not constitute such express declaration.— 
Counset, Zyssen; R. F. Norton. Sorscrrors, Cronin, Orgill, § Cronin, for 
Llewellyn § Ackrill, Tunstall; Field, Roscoe, § Co. 

(Reported by J. Anruur Prices, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re LOW, BLAND ». LOW—North, J., 27th July. 


Pracrice—TRransrer or Cause on Matrer—31 & 32 Vier. c. 54, 8, 3— 
R. 8. C., XLIX., 5. 

This was an administration action in England. A Scotch creditor com- 
menced a suit in Scotland against the administratrix, and also sent in a 
daim in the action in answer to the usual advertisement for claims. This 
claim was rejected by the chief clerk, and the creditor thereupon pro- 
ceeded with the Scotch suit, and obtained a judgment or ‘‘ decreet ” for 
£270. This he registered in the Queen’s Bench Division, pursuant to the 
Judgments Extension Act (31 &°32 Vict. c. 54), s. 3, and gave the 
administratrix notice that he was about to issue execution under the 
registered judgment. On application ex parte to stay execution and order 
transfer of the matter to the Chancery Division under ord. 49, r. 5, which 

vides that when an order has been made by a judge of the Chancery 

vision for administration, that judge shall have power to order the 
transfer to himself of any cause or matter pending in any other court or 
division, and brought by or against the executors or administrators. 

Nortn, J., held that the decreet so registered was ‘‘a matter” within 
ord. 49, r. 5, and accordingly made an order transferring the matter to 
the Chancery Division, and stayed execution till over next motion day.— 
Counset, 7. Gatey. Soxrscrrors, Harrison § Powell. 

[Reported by C. F. Duncan, Barrister-at-Law. |] 





Winding-up Cases. 


Re THE GENERAL PHOSPHATE CORPORATION (LIM.)—Vaughan 
Williams, J., lst August. 


Company—Winpinc-up—F ravup 1n Promotion—*' Just anp Equirasir ”’— 
Masorrry or SHaAREHOLDERS—Companigs Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vicr. c. 89), 
8, 79, suB-sgcTion 5—Companres (Winpinc-vup) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vier. 
c. 63), s. 8. 


This was a shareholder’s petition to wind up the above-named company, 
which contained allegations that the company could not be worked at a 
profit, that it was commercially insolvent, and that the affairs of the 
company required investigation. The petition also contained allegations 
of fraud in the promotion of the company, and that under the um- 
stances it was just and equitable that the company should be wound up. 

Vavenay Wiiu1ams, J., made an order for compulsory winding-up, and 
taid in his judgment that he based his decision on the circumstance that 
the company’s properties could not be worked at a profit, and that the 
substratum of the company was gone. His lordship also observed that the 
petition stated that, having regard to the frauds alleged to have been 
committed in the promotion and formation of the com , an investiga- 
tion into the affairs of the company was necessary. This allegation would, 
under the former practice, have been an insufficient PB ernag for winding- 
ha because, on the authority of Re Haven Gold Mining Co. (30 W. R. 

, 20 Ch. D. 151), a majority of the shareholders could have waived the 
frand. But since the Companies (Winding-up) Act of 1890 it was by no 
means clear that the majority could compel the minority to forego their 
statutory right of having an investigation under section 8 of that Act. In 
the present case a committee of shareholders had arrived at the conclusion 
that the company could not possibly go on unless a certain amount of 
money was found by the directors which could not be found by them. 
It was true that a meeting of shareholders had voted against a compulsory 
winding-up, but they had not voted for a continuance of the business.— 
Counset, Byrne, Q.C., and Rramwell Davis; Farwell, Q.C., and Theobald ; 
Buckley, Q.C., and Grosvenor Woods; Dunham, Hansell, and Carnelley. 
Soticrrors, Thorne ¢ Welsford; Linklaters; Harris, Wilkinson, § Raikes ; 
Tatham § Lousada ; E. C. Rawlings. 

|Reported by V. pz 8. Fowxt, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re TILBURY PORTLAND CEMENT CO, (LIM.)—Vaughan Williams, J., 
29th July. 


Cuarare on sy Worp or Movrn—“ Issuzn’’—Consrruction or Memo- 
RANDUM AND CONTEMPORANEOUS ARTICLES. 


This was an application on the part of the National Bank of Scotland 
(Limited) fo 0 Geckasotign Seek the haus had a charge upon the uncalled 
capital of the above-named company, which raised the question 
soe Rie pete sey gly fp “po wane oma 

ion, give an . a 
tren 7 hye a fA nye So i — The material he 

wer company to charges in - 

ar memorandum and articles, which were contemporaneous documenta, 
were the following :— By clause 3, sub-clause (4) of the memorandum, it 
was provided that one of the objects of the company should be ‘‘ to borrow 
money by the issue of debentures, debenture bonds, 
obligations, and other securities for money upon all or 
company’s , revenues, and property, 
capital, or without any such security, and make 
preference, and guaranteed shares, and pay 
renders o? any such securities or shares.’’ By 


their discretion, borrow any sum or sums of money for 
company, not exceeding in the aggregate the sum of 
raise or secure the repayment of such moneys in such manner and u 
such terms and conditions in all respects as they think fit, and in - 
lar (but without prejudice to such generality) 
of the comenegy shemest in m all or any 
pany, including the od tal thereof.”’ 

Vaveuan Wituiams, J., that, 

no 

that 


memorandum closely, there was 
‘issue ’’ of an oral security, and 
a me unuae —_ shorted’ hoe tho walk 

ven in the memorandum, no dou i facie words a 
written security, but it was clear some of the ese dae 
mentioned did not necessarily require writing, as, for instance, you t 
have a mortgage by deposit of deeds without any . In these cir- 


cumstances he was forced Bde a Sree my clause (%) was 
ambiguous in its meaning. wo sub-clause (%) being ous, 
ss that if article 51 


he turned to article 51, and it could not be 
stood alone the directors could not borrow money in way they chose 
The memorandum and articles being contemporaneous p tienen issued 
at the same time and for the same purpose, one was the charter 
of the company and the other machinery for the company on, he 
could put the construction on the memorandum h was most consis- 
tent with the natural meaning of article 51.—Counse., Daniel Jones ; Up- 
john. Soxicrrors, Murray, Hutchins, § Co. ; Cattarns, Jehu, § Co. 
{Reported by V. pz 8. Fowxr, Barrister-at-Law.]} 


Re ELECTRIC CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION (LIM.)—Vaughan Wil- 
liams, J., 2nd August. 
Company—Perition—Svurervision OrnpgER—ALLEGATION oF Fravp on Mis- 
conpuct—Regport or LiqurpaTor. 


Vaveuan Wriu1aMs, J., in making an order for the winding up of the 
above-named company under su) , said: If a petition asks for a 
compulsory order, or a su order in the alternative, and 

fraud or misconduct, I do not my.ke. a supervision order except 
undertaking of the = oe te furnish a report in writing of the parti- 
cular matters referred to in tae petition.—Counset, Theobald; Bethell ; 
Romer. Sorscrrons, Linklaters , Trinders § Capron. 

{Reportel by V. px 8. Fowxe, Barrister-at-Law.)} 
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High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


REG., ON THE PROSECUTION OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 
>, THE STAINES UWION; AND REG. v. THE STAINES LOCAL 
BOARD—Cave and Wright, JJ., 17th July. 


Loca GovernmEnt—Locat Sanrrary Avrnoriries—Insurrictent Sewers 


“Dur Ineurry”’—Pupiic Heatran Act, 1875, s. 299. 

Rule calling on the guardians of the poor of the Staines Union, in the 
county of Middlesex, being the authority for the rural district of 
the Staines Union, to shew cause why a writ of mandamus should not 
issue directed to Gon, nee to obey the order of the Local 
Government Board, dated de: of December, 


they did the same questions, 
been made to the Local 
of the Staines Union, 
district of that 

tion 299 of the Pub 
bry district hay §. su 
with regard 
—— ated by 
rer 4 into the complaints. 





Qowrayy—Winvrxe vp—Borrowme Powsrs—Uncautap Caprrar— 


at which the questions of 
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scheme were not gone into, as such matters were stated to be 
entirely foreign to the inquiry, which was limited to the complaint 
‘that such rural authority had made default in providing their’district 
with sufficient sewers,” it being contended for the inspector that such 
matters as the enginecring difficulties of the case and the costs of the 
scheme were not material in the inquiry held by the Local Government 
Board, whereas for the sanitary authority in each case it was contended 
that they were material. After due inquiry by the inspector, the Local 
Government Board were satisfied that the said local authority had been 
guilty of the alleged default, in that they had not provided sufficient 
sewers for the contributory place of Sunbury, and they made an order 
that the — of the poor of the Staines Union should perform their 
duty in the matter of the said complaint by executing the works necessary 
for the proper drainage of the contributory place at Sunbury within six 
calendar months from the date of the order. The Local Government 
Board also found that there was a similar default on the fe of the 
Staines Local Board with regard to the drainage within their district, and 
a similar order was made against them. Section 299 of the Public Health 
Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), coming under the heading ‘‘ Power of 
Board to enforce performance of duty by defaulting local authority,” 
provides :—‘* Where complaint is made to the Local Government 
that a local authority has made default in providing their district with 
sufficient sewers, or iu the maintenance of existing sewers - or 
that a local authority has made default in enforcing any provisions of this 
Act which it is their duty to enforce, the Local Government Board, if 
tatisfied, after due inquiry, that the authority bas been guilty of the 
alleged default, shall make an order limiting a time for the performance of 
their duty in the matter of such complaint. If such duty is not per- 
formed by the time limited in the order, such order may be enforced by 
writ of mandamus, or the Local Government Board may appoint some 
to perform such duty, and shall by order direct that the expenses 
of performing the same, . . ~ together with the costs of the proceed- 
ings, shall be paid by the authority in default; and any order made for 
the payment of such expences and costs may be removed into the Court of 
Queen's Bench, and be enforced in the same manner as if the same were 
an order of such court.’’ The duty of making sewers was imposed by the 
15th section of the Act, which raid that every local authority should — 
in repair all sewers belonging to them, and cause to be made suc 
sewers as might be necessary for the effectual draining of their district. 
Nothing having been done by the local authorities to carry out the 
orders of the Local Government Board, the above rules for a mandamus 
were by the Attorney-General acting on behalf of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. In shewing cause against the rule in each case it was 
contended on behalf of the sanitary authorities that there was no ‘‘ due 
inquiry’’ within the meaning of the section, because the inspector 
held that it was not within the scope of the inquiry to investigate the 
engineering difficulties and the cost of the construction of the sewage 
works, and that, on the affidavits filed on behalf of the sanitary authori- 
ties, no satisfactory sewage works could be constructed under such 
engineering difficulties, and that the cost would be such as to render the 
execution of the works a practical impossibility, having regard to the 
rateable value of the area in question. For the Local Government Board, 
in support of the rules, it was contended that the decision of the local 
government was, under the 299th section, made conclusive, and that the 
sanitary authorities were bound, under that section, to carry out the duty 
imposed on them by the 15th section of causing such sewers to be made 
as might be necessary for the effectual drainage of the district. 

Cavz, J.—I am of opinion that these rules for a mandamus should be 
made absolute. The proceedings are taken under section 299 of the 
Public Health Act, which provided that where complaint is made to the 
Local Government Board that a local authority had made default in pro- 
viding their district with sufficient sewers, the Local Government Board 
being satisfied, after due inquiry, that the authority had been guilty of 
the alleged default, should make an order limiting the time for the per- 
formance of the duty in the matter of such complaint, and if such duty 
was not ormed, the order might be enforced by a writ of man- 
damus. This is the substantial part of the section, and it was con- 
tended that the court, in the exercise of their discretion, ought to 
allow the mandamus to go, on the ground that there had not been 
due inquiry. Now I thmk it one of those cases in which, considering 
the public interests involved, we should be very slow indeed to 
exercise our discretion and 20 stop the proceedings, unless the case was 
a very clear one. So far from this being a clear case, I am at present of 
o that it is quite the other way, and that it isa case in which we 
ought to facilitate the order by a mandamus. The objection raised was 
that there had not been due inquiry, but I entertain very grave doubt 
whether the court has anything whatever to do with due inquiry. The 
Local Government Board to decide. They had to be satisfied; not 
the court, but the Local Government Board. Though, no doubt, the 
board were to be satisfied ‘‘after due inquiry,’’ the words did not mean 
that the Queen’s Bench Division had to exercise its ordinary jurisdiction, 
or rather an — jurisdiction, on what was ‘‘ due inquiry.’’ I have 
oe pe i the attempt of the courts to take t in 
j which they have nothing whatever to do with. 
the question is one of law, it is quite proper that the courts should pro- 
nounce an opinion; but what they were now asked to do was to see 
whether there had been any inquiry in point of law. If it could be 
shewn that there was no inquiry at all, there might be something to be 


said. But it was not that. It was admitted that there had been an 
inquiry, and an inquiry which had satisfied the Local Government Board. 
It was stated that the inquiry ought to take a particular turn, and that 


ought to see that all the evidence alleged to be appropriate for 
tion had been admitted and considered by the Local Government 


i 


So long as | 





ee 
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Board. I entirely demur to that. It is not the question. The questiog® 
to be decided is whether the place had sufficient sewers or not, and 4 
was a matter with regard to which the court had no particular knowledgs™ 
at all. I think that to profess to have any knowledge of what sewer = 
were sufficient would be very improper indeed. Not only would it be” 
improper to sit in judgment upon the finding of the Local Governmieng 
Board, but it would also be improper to sit in j ent upon the question 7 
of what evidence was material for the purpose of the inquiry. As therm ~ 
is no standard to go by, the court was no more likely to be right in its Be 
decision than any ignorant person chosen from among those sitting in 
court and listening to what was going on. It would be shocking if 
questions of this kind were left to such a tribunal. The judges > 
no better opportunity of forming an opinion upon such questions thag ~ 
any special juryman, but it seems to me that this is exactly what they ~ 
were being asked to do now. They were being asked to say what wag © 
roper evidence to be received at an inquiry of this kind. Those who © 
face least about the matter would probably have the greatest difficulty iq ~ 
saying what would have to be received, and would lay down most severg ~ 
rules. They would take nothing for ted, and for these reasons if 
seems to me the clear duty of the court to leave those to decide the matter 
on whom the Legislature had imposed the duty. That was the Local 
Government Board. They were to inquire, they had inquired, and they 
asked the court to do that which they said it ought to do—to enforce the ~ 
order. The court was bound to grant the request, unless it was clearly © 
eeen there was some legal error and some omission to apply the ordinary — 
legal procedure which was necessary. Nothing of the sort had occurred ~ 
here, and, therefore, it seems to me that our duty is easy, that they were ~ 
not here to place their spoke in the wheel and prevent the Local Government — 
Board from discharging, in the way they deemed right, the authority ~ 
which the Legislature had thrown upon them. The Local Government 
Board were responsible for the performance of the duty; the Court of © 
Queen’s Bench was not, and therefore the court ought not to come ig ~ 
merely for the purpose of interfering with them in the exercise of their ™ 
jurisdiction. Phe matter was left to their discretion, not the court’s, ~ 
and the court ought to confine itself to seeing that their proceedings ~ 
were of the ordinary legal character. I sce nothing before me to shew 
that they were not, and therefore the writ ought to go. f 
Wrieut, J.—I am of the same opinion, though I confess I should not ~ 
have come to the same conclusion but for the decision given in the Lincoly 
case. In the face of that authority, I think the court is not only entitled, 
but bound, to make the order asked for. Rule in each case made absolute.— 
Counsgex, Sir Henry James, Q.0., Channell, QC., and H. Tindal Atkinson, ~ 
for the local authorities ; Sir (. Russell, A.G., and Sutton, for the Local 
Government Board. Soticrrors, Sharpe, Parker, § Co.; and Burton, 
Yeates, § Hart, for Horne § Engall, Staines; The Solicitor to the Local™ 
Government Board. 7 
[Reported by Sir Suerston Baxer, Bart., Parrister-at-Law. } 



















REG ». HUGHES—3ist July. 


Licenstnc Acts—APpLicaTION For Licence ny New Tenant—Norice oF © 
INTENTION TO APPLY—Licenstnc Act, 1828 (9 Gro. 4, c. 61), 8. 14— 
Licensine Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vicr. c. 94), ss. 40, 74. : 


In this cas< the justices of Liverpool appeared to shew cause why a writ © 
of mandamus should not issue directing them to hear and determine in ~ 
special sessions an application by one Mary Donelan for a licence to sell — 
excisable liquors by retail to be consumed on the premises at 76, High- ~ 
field-street, Liverpool. Mrs. Donelan became the tenant of the pre 2 
on the 19th of May, 1893. The previous holder of the licence for the ~ 
premises gave up possession on the 12th of May without having made any ~ 
arrangement for the transfer of the licence to the new tenant. Mrs, ~ 
Donelan accordingly applied on the 29th of June under section 14 of the © 
Licensing Act, 1828, to the justices in special sessions for a grant of the | 
licence to her. The justices declined to hear her application, on the ~ 
ground that the notice given by her of her intention to apply was bad, ~ 
because it was not given fourteen days before her application, but only a 
week, Mrs. Donelan obtained a rule nisi for a mandamus to the justices ~ 
to hear and determine her application, against which the justices now ~ 
shewed cause. i 

Tue Covrr (Cave and Waicurt, JJ.) made the rule absolute. ep 

Cave, J., said that the case seemed perfectly clear when the provisions 
of the Licensing Act, 1828, were looked at. Section 4 of that Act pro- 7 
vided for special sessions to be held for the purpose of transferring 
licences. In the case.of an application for a new licence, section 10 
vided that three weeks’ notice should be given, and by section 11, five 
days’ notice had to be given of an application for a transfer of a licence, — 
Then section 14 provided that on the happening of various contin. 
gencies a new tenant or occupier could apply to the magistrates at spec 
sestions for a licence which should continue in force till the next general 
annual licensing sessions. It was a somewhat remarkable circum-~ 
stance that the word “‘transfer’’ was not used in section 14. The™ 
Licensing Act of 1872 repealed sections 10 and 11 of the Act of 1828, and ~ 
substituted section 40, which applied both to new licences and to the © 
transfer of old licences. With regard to the latter, the section provided 
that every person intending to apply for the transfer of a licence should, 
fourteen days prior to the special sessions, serve notice of his intention t@ 
transfer the same oer one of the overseers of the parish. It was 
that that section applied to applications for a licence under section 14 
the Act of 1828, that therefore the applicant in the present case ought 
to have given fourteen days’ notice. The section tock the place of section’ — 
10 and 11 of the Act of 1828, section 14 being left still standing; but 
was said that section 40 dealt with transfers of licences, and 
“transfer of @ licence’’ was defined by section 74 to mean a trap 
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made in special sessions under the Act of 1828. Buteven if that definition 
included an application under section 14 of the Act of 1828, and his lordship 
was not satisfied that it did, it did not necessarily bring such an application 
within the provisions of section 40. 


It was clear from the ————* 
section 40 that it did not apply to everything which could be a| taxed 


transfer, and it did not apply to applications under section 14, because it 
referred only to an application by the person who wanted to transfer the 
licence, and not to an application by a new tenant as was the case here. 
Section 14 did require notice to be given in certain specified cases, and 
that was in favour of the contention that no notice was uired in the 

t case, which was not one of those oe The justices had 
assumed wrongly that the case was governed by section 40, but that sec- 
tion was confined to cases which had previously been covered by sections 
10 and 11 of the Act of 1828, and did not apply to cases under section 14 
of that Act. There was no section which uired notice to be given in 
this case, and therefore the rule would be made absolute. 

Waieut, J., concurred.—Counsgt, Channel, Q.C., and Paterson ; Poland, 
Q.0., and McConnell. Soxicrrors, Moss, Liverpool, for Atkinson, Town 
Clerk, Liverpool ; Leggatt, Rubinstein, $ Co., for Neale, Liverpool.. 

[Reported by F. O, Rosrnsow, Barrister-at-Law. } 


REG. v. FRASER—31st July. 
Justices — DisquaLiIricaTION—Bu1as. 


In this case the question before the court was whether a te was 
disqualified from sitting as one of the licensing justices in a case in which 
an association, of which the magistrate was a member, appeared by a 
solicitor to oppose the transfer of a licence. The case arose out of an 

lication before the justices of Ipswich for the transfer of the licence of 
a public-house inIpswich. The application was heard on the 26th of June 
by three justices, the mayor of Ipswich, Mr. Goddard, and Colonel 
Jocelyn, and the transfer of the licence was opposed by the Church of 
England Temperance Association and by the Ipswich Nonconformist 
Council; of this latter body Mr. Goddard was a member. The transfer of 
the licence was refused; two of the magistrates, the mayor and Mr. 
Goddard, being against the transfer, and Colonel Jocelyn being in favour 
of it. A rule nisi was moved for and obtained by the applicant fora 
certiorari to bring up and quash the determination of the tes, on the 
ground that Mr. Goddard had no jurisdiction to act, through having an 
interest in the matter in question. It appeared from the affidavits that 
the Ipswich Nonconformist Council was a body instituted for the purpose, 
amongst other things, of opposing the renewal of licences. At a meeting 
of the council held on the 20th of June, at which Mr. Goddard was present, 
it was decided that the application ‘for the transfer of the licence in 
question should be opposed by the council, and that a solicitor should be 
instructed to appear on behalf of the council. It appeared that, although 
Mr. Goddard was present when the matter was first mentioned, he took no 
part in the discussion, and left the room before the resolution was passed ; 
and it was contended on his behalf that he was not disqualified from 
appearing as a magistrate in the case because he was a member of a 
ped members of which had determined to act in a particular ae 

Tue Oovrr (Cave and Warcut, JJ.) held that Mr. Goddard was dis- 
qualified, and made the rule absolute. 

Cave, J., said that he was of opinion that the order of the justices was 
bad, It was clear that a member of an association which instituted a 
prosecution could not sit on the bench and adjudicate on the case. In 
the present case the magistrate was a member of an institution one 
of the objects of which was opposition to the granting of public-house 
licences. Ata meeting of the council it was proposed in the hearing of 
Mr. Goddard that the transferof the licence in this case should be opposed, 
and at the hearing a solicitor a — who stated that he appeared on 
behalf of the council. Mr. G therefore fell within the principle 
that a member of an association must not adjudicate in a matter in which 
the proceedings have been instituted or authorized by the association. It 
was immaterial that Mr. Goddard would probably have come to the same 
decision in the matter even if he had not been a member of this body. 
The question was, what would be the effect on public opinion, and it 
should be borne in mind that although an individual might be conscious 
of his own rectitude of purpose, nevertheless the public, and particularly an 
interested member of it, would not realize t so clearly. No one 
censured Mr. Goddard or imagined that he had acted from any but 
excellent motives, but it was most desirable that not! should be done 
which would be likely to endanger the respect or the confidence 
which should always exist in the administration of justice. 

Wricut, J.,concurred. Rule absolute for a certiorari.—Covunsgt, Poland, 
Q.C,, and Poyser; Rawlinson. Soxscrrors, Rhodes § Son, for Steward ¢ 
Rouse, Ipswich ; Morley, Shireff, § Co., for Marshall, Ipswich. 


[Reported by F. O. Rosixsox, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re 8. 8. SEAL (A Solicitor), Ex parte CRICKETT—Chitty, J., 27th July. 


Souicrror—Buit or Costs — Taxation —Counset’s Fers— Payment BY 
OLrEnt. 


This was a summons to review the taxation of the ent’s bill of 
costs in an action in which he had acted as solicitor for Crickett, who 
was himself a solicitor. Objection was taken to four items, on ped nme 
that they were not paid by Seal, but by Orickett. Seal had ttedly 
credited Crickett with the amount of one of the items in question, con- 
isting of certain fees fo counsel, at the foot of the bill; but it was 





Ever since the case of Re (11 Beav. 603), decided by the 
Pre pathcadr dy wwoatar wy egress Frmgcin wine Nonpnine it had been settled 
that counsel’s fees might be properly @ solicitor in his bill of 


money 
to the solicitor or given him a cheque for the — gy of paying 
such fees: Re Metcalfe (30 Beav. 406, 11 W. R. Ch. Dig. 108). There was 
— in the point that the client’s cheque was made directl to 
co . By the established custom of the profession, 
to Seal for his fees, not to the client, Orickett. His 1 dismissed the 
summons, with costs.—Counset, Ashton Cross ; Farwell, Q.0., and Buteher 
Soxtcrrons, Seal; G. B. Crook. 


(Reported by J. F. Watry, Barrister-at-Law.| 


CUTBUSH ». CUTBUSH—Chitty, J., 2nd August. 


Soxicrron—Instrauctions From Txutrp Pgsrson—No ComMMUNICATION WITH 
Acruat Cirent—Risx. 


Partition action. On the above action coming on on further considera- 
98 ae eae H. C., one of the persons who had been served 
with notice of the judgment, and for whom the Bape ort solicitors had 
entered an ap » was of unsound mind. plaintiff's solicitors, 
who were then acting for all , had received no instructions from 
T. H. OC. direct, but acted for him on the instractions of his mother, who 
did not disclose the fact of his unsoundness of mind. A contract for 
sale of real estate was confirmed in the action, the purchase-money 
into court, and the chief clerk’s certificate made without any 
ad litem being appointed, and it was only when it became necessary for 
T. H. C. to execute the conveyance that it was discovered that he was a 
lunatic confined at B——. The on the further con- 
sideration. All parties were to save , and desired to adapt 
the former proceedings in the action so far as would be made to bind 
the lunatic. 

Cu:rry, J., said the case illustrated the ed danger of solicitors 
allowing themeelves to take instructions from pee ore: Tn this case 
the ties were very lenient, and took no objections to the 
validity of the former proceedings, or he might have had to order the 


i 


z 


solicitors to pay the costs of any abortive by their 
neglect to ob proper instructions. The following order was made :— 
‘* Appoint A. B. guardian ad litem, and the person of unsound mind 


appearing and submitting to be bound declare him a trustee within the 
ustee Act, 1850, and appoint a person to be named in the order to 
convey in his place. Pure to have his costs of this application out 
of the fund in court.””—Counset, J. A. Hay; F. Hoare Colt; Seeley. 
Sorscrrors, Paterson § Sons ; George Turner. 
[Reported by G. Row.anp Atstoy, Barrister-at-Law. ) 








LAW SOCIETIES, 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The following are further extracts from the report, continued from ante 
. 657. 

4 Legal procedure.—In their last annual report the council referred to the 
fact that a committee of members of the society had prepared a report on 
this subject, which had been forwarded to the Lord Chancellor and the 
judges. In August last the report and resolutions of the council of jadges 
ived, er with a memorandum by the Mr. Justice Cave 
by the president and some members of 


meeting at Norwich, with some 
the same time, were adop 
provincial meeting. These resolutions were referred 
special committee of the council, who, after two conferences in London 
with representatives of the provincial law 

based upon them, which was 

8) or in December last. ‘or carrying some 
of the recommendations of the Council of Judges into effect, and a Bill to 
authorize such of the proposed rules as are not within the present powers 
of the Rule Committee, were sent bg the president, and the 
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at the last annual general meeting of the society in London, and at the 
provincial meeting at Norwich in October, 1892, and resolutions were 
poet condemning the interference in the management of private business 

lic officials. The council also circulated for private use an outline 
of The amendments which it seemed desirable should be made in the 
tition for the 


ptcy and winding-up law, and a model form of 
¢ found in the 


bankru 
alteration of the law. Copies of these documents will 
— this report. The council desires earnestly to impress upon all 
members of the society the necessity for exerting their inflaence when- 
ever and wherever possible to oppose the spread of official interference in 
the management of private affairs, and especially to limit State interven- 
tion in matters of bankruptcy and winding up to the useful and justifiable 
functions of audit control and the discovery and punishment of dishonesty. 
It is satisfactory to add that recent indications are not wanting of a 
tendency to restrict the action of official departments. 

Long Vacation.—The council have had under consideration the question 
of the abolition or shortening of the Long Vacation. At the annual pro- 
vincial meeting held at Norwich in October last, a resolution was passed 
to the effect that the Long Vacation should be entirely abolished and the 
courts and offices opened continuously oe ee the year, except on 
certain ified occasions, but that provision should be made so that each 
officer of the court should have a proper vacation. The council, on con- 
sideration of this resolution, did not think it would be expedient to recom- 
mend such a sweeping alteration, but they suggested to the Lord 
Chancellor that provision should be made for the transaction, as a matter 
of couree, during the Long Vacation, of the following business in the 
Chancery Division: (1) The appointment of new trustees and of trustees 
under Settled Land Acts and otherwise, and all other applications under the 
Settled Land Acts and the Settled Estates Acts. (2) Applications under 
the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874. (3) The issuing of summonses 
under order 55, and dealing with the subject of the application. (4) 
Applications relating to the guardianship and maintenance of infants. (5) 
Applications under the Infants’ Marriage Settlements Acts, or in a pend- 
ing action where an infant is a ward of court. (6) Applications under the 
Conveyancing Acts. (7) All unopposed applications for payment into or 
out of court. (8) The taxation of costs in all cases where a fund, whether 
in or out of court, has to be divided, and in all other cases where urgent 
and special reasons can be shewn. (9) Accounts and inquiries directed 
by any order, if the judge so orders. And as regards the Queen’s Bench 
Division—(1} Taxation of costs. (2) Applications by married women 
under the Fines and Recoveries Abolition Act. (3) Applications for the 
appointment of an arbitrator or umpire, and other matters of procedure 
under the Arbitration Act, 1889. In the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division, decrees absolute for divorce. 

Cireuits.—Last year the council referred to the discussion which took 
place on this subject at the annual provincial meeting at Plymouth, and 
to a circular which the president had addressed to all the provincial law 
societies with regard to the circuit system. The replies received shewed 
such a wide difference of opinion that the council did not see their way to 
take action in the matter. The report and resolutions of the Council of 
Judges contained recommendations for the reorganization of the circuits, 
and for grouping on centres for civil business. At the annual provincial 
mee at Norwich a resolution was passed approving of the resolutions 
of the judges on this subject. The point was subsequently considered at 
@ conference between the council and the provincial law societies, and 
ultimately the council reported to the Lord Chancellor that they approved 
of the principle of grouping on centres for civil business, but that if any 
such system were adopted the interests of the country required that 
adequate provision should be made for the trial of civil causes in any 
county from which the assizes may be removed, or in the immediate 
locality. They — that the jurisdiction of quarter cessions in 
criminal cases should be enlarged. The council also expressed the opinion 
that the preeent assize system is unsuited to the satisfactory trial of civil 
business in Lancashire and Yorkshire, and that arrangements should be 
made, whether by legislation or otherwise, for continuous sittings in 
Lancashire and Yorkshire. 

County courits.—In January last the Lord Chancellor communicated his 
intention of appointing a committee to make inquiry into the distribution 
of the county courts, and as to whether any and what changes should be made 
as to the courts and their districts and the number of judges and the assign- 
ment of courts amongst them, and as to the establishment of a central 
court and a central office for the metropolitan districts, and requesting 
the assistance of the council by the nomination of one of its members to 
serve on the committee. The council requested one of their number, Mr. 
J.T. Woodhouse, of Hull, to undertake this duty, which he has done. 
Several a of the committee have been held, and it is still sitting ; 
but owing to the extensive nature of inquiries it will be some time before 
its will be made. The council understand the committee have 

y to recommend the establishment of a central court for the 
trial of actions remitted from the High Court to the metropolitan districts. 

A ion for barristers and solicitors in county courts.—The Bar 
Committee and the council of this society called the attention of her 
——_° Office of Works and Public Buildings to the defective arrange- 
ments for the robing accommodation of barristers and solicitors in county 
courts. te d was received to the effect that there is considerable diffi- 
culty in o ng such accommodation, as the sittings of a large number 
of county courts are held in local public buildings in which H M. Office of 
Works have no ownership and over which they have no control, and that 
in such cases it is to the local authorities that resort should be had in 
order to obtain improvements in the accommodation. The council sug- 
ee that a communication should be made by her Majesty’s Office of 

orks to the various locel authorities referred to, asking them, in the 
inteze:ts of both barristers and solicitors, to take steps to remedy the evil 





complained of. The secretary to H.M. Office of Works replied to the” 


effect that the board did not think it would be advisable to issue 





general circular to local authorities, but that, if any cases of defecting, se 
arrangement were brought to the notice of the department, the board © 


would use their influence with the local authority concerned to endeavour 
to obtain an im ment. The council thereupon called the attention of 





the provincial law societies to the subject, and suggested that, if the” 


accommodation for barristers and solicitors tising in the county courts 


in their districts was insufficient, they would be glad to be informed of & 


such defects, in order that they may be drawn to the attention of the 
Office of Works. rae ee have been received from five law societies that 
in six towns in their districts the accommodation is sufficient, in three there 
are no complaints, and in fourteen the accommodation is defective. The 


council have asked for details of the defective accommodation in the towns ~ 


mentioned, with the view of communicating them to H.M. Office of 
Works, and they will continue to give their attention to this matter. 

Sureties to foreign administration bonds.—In November last a notice wag 
issued by direction of the President of the Probate, Divorce, and Admi- 
ralty Division, to the effect that no bond executed after the 31st of 
December last would be accepted unless the sureties reside in the United 
Kingdom. It was represented to the council by solicitors having large 
experience that for a long time past it has been the practice, on taking 
out letters of administration of estates of foreigners having property in 
this country, to accept as sureties persons resident abroad, and that this 
practice has been found to work very conveniently, while the new prac- 
tice would entail hardship on bankers and merchants here holding money 
or securities belonging to foreigners. It was represented to the council that 
a large proportion of foreigners die without making a will, or at all events 
without appointing executors, and that the number of cases in which 
administration bonds are uired is, therefore, considerable. It was 
added that administrators resident abroad could procure sureties in their 
own country ; but that if the new rule were retained they would be obliged to 
have recourse to guarantee societies, to whom payment of a commission 
would have to be made, which would necessarily be heavy, having regard 
to the liabilities incurred. It was also pointed out that the foreign repre- 
sentatives of deceased persons might be unwilling to put the estate to this 
expense, and that it was anticipated they would bring pressure to bear 
upon bankers and merchants here to part with the money and securities, 
and to dispense with production of letters of administration, in which case 
a loss to the Exchequer of this country would be the resuit, and that up 
to the present time the large majority of grants made to foreign adminis- 
trators are with foreign sureties, and that in the experience of those 
having considerable knowledge of the subject only 5 per cent. of foreign 
administrations are applied for through an attorney. The council were 
aware that the attention of the President of the Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division had — been drawn to the new rule, and that, 
while declining to alter it, he had intimated that in any particular case 
application could be made to the court for the acceptance of foreign 
sureties, and that, in order to avoid misapprehension, the words ‘‘ except- 
ing by jal leave of the court” had m added to the notice. The 
council felt that the rule should be rescinded, and that the addition which 
had been made did not remove its objectionable character. They accord- 
ingly made a representation to the President of the Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division on the subject, and afterwards had an interview with 
him, when his lordship agreed to make a rule, which has since been issued, 
to the effect that the administration of the estate of a foreign subject 
resident abroad may be granted on the bonds of foreign sureties, (a) if it 
shall be proved by affidavit that the deceased left no debts in England, 
or (5) by leave of the ju in chambers. In all other cases sureties 
residing in the United Kingdom, the Channel Islands, or the Isle of Man 
must be given. 

False declarations in conveyanci 





g tr tions.—A case occurred in which a 
rson resident abroad induced a company to execute certain works for 
in France, on the security of bills and an agreement to execute @ 
charge upon property ee him in France, and on the strength of 
a statutory declaration which made before the contract was entered 
into that he was then able to give a good first charge or mortgage on the 
property in question. It subsequently appeared that at this time the 
rrower had executed a charge in favour of a banker in London, which 
had been registered in France, and was subsisting at the time he made the 
declaration. Proceedings were thereupon commenced against him for 
perjury, but the magistrate refused to issue a warrant, on the ground that 
the case did not come within the statute. The council, having carefully 
considered the matter, called the attention of the Home Secretary to it, 
with a request that if necessary the defect might be cured by fresh legis- 
lation providing that a 
proves to be false should be liable to punishment. 
Searches.—The council considered a made by the registrar at 
the Land Registry to the effect that, 


should be a ted with the Land Charges Department of the Land 
Registry, and that the register of executions should be closed, and that such 


executions should be kept under clause 5 of the Land Charges Act, 1888. The — 
registrar was informed that the council still entertained tie view that all — 


the registers which it is ordinarily necessary to search should be con- 
centrated at the Central Office, but, in view of the 


objection could be 
fees charged for registration should be 


accrue to the office either under 
with the searches now made at the Central 


Act of 1888 or in c 


Office. 
Counsels’ fees.—Last year the counci} called the attention of the Bar, 
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m who makes any statutory declaration which — 


or the purpose of facilitating ~ 
searches, the Registry of Judgments Department of the Central Office © 
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established at the Land Registry Office, the council did not feel that © 
taken to the removal to that place of the remaining ~ 
registers in the Central Office. The council expressed the opinion that the ~ 
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Committee to a practice which prevails on the part of some barristers’ 
clerks, after a brief with a fee marked has been , of requesting the 
solicitor to increase the amount, either on the that it is uate, 
or that the solicitor on the other side has marked a fee, this es 
being often made at a time when it is too late for the solicitor to take 
the brief and instruct some other counsel. The council thought this 
quite illegitimate, and placed the solicitor in a very unpleasant 
position, he having marked the fee which he considers sufficient, or, 
ps, the utmost fee which his client could afford, and that by in- 
creasing it he would put his client to an unwarrantable a, and that 
if he refused it he ran—or thought he ran —the risk that case might 
be neglected in court. The council did not dispute the right of a barrister 
to refuse to accept a brief with a fee which he thinks inadequate, or to 
take a short time to consider whether he will accept or refuse it. But they 
urged that after a brief has actually been accepted it is not justifiable for 
counsels’ clerks, under any circumstances, to ask for an increase of the fee. 
The council pointed out that they raised this question with much reluct- 
ance. They would have refused to do so if the grievance referred to had 
only occured in isolated cases. But as the practice was a common one 
me | had a tendency to increase, they did not think it consistent 
with their duty to their branch of the profession to remain silent upon the 
matter. They also considered that it was one of the causes operating to 
the disadvantage of both branches of the profession, which induce the 
public, especially the mercantile classes, to avoid the courts, as they 
cannot understand why, when (according to their view of the matter) a 
contract has been made to undertake the conduct of the case in court for a 
certain sum, more is demanded. It was also pointed out that no doubt many 
counsel are unaware of the action of their clerks of which complaint 
made, and the council thought the Bar Committee could have no idea of the 
extent to which the practice prevails, and added that it was, perhaps, 
natural that the clerks should indulge in it, seeing that they have a 
uniary interest in the amount of the fee, but the council hoped that 
fie Bar Committee would express their opinion upon the subject in such a 
manner as might discourage the practice for the furture. The 
Committee replied that, in their opinion, the fact of the solicitor on the 
other side having marked a higher fee, is, of itself, no justification for a 
counsel’s clerk asking to have his fee increased after he has accepted a brief, 
and that if a practice of making such a demand existed, they entirely dis- 
roved of it. The Bar Committee did not think it right that a couneel’s 
k should ask to have the fee increased after the brief has been accepted, 
with knowledge of the contents of the brief and other matters ma to 
8 eee of the fee ; but they oo out that the mere delivery of a 
ief did not necessarily, of itself, involve its tance, as it would be 
impossible to tell, until the contents of a brief have been examined, 
whether the fee was adequate or not, and a full opportunity for such an 
examination should be afforded. The Bar Committee attention to 
the fact that it often happens that a brief is delivered to counsel, jally 
atassize towns, by an irresponsible agent, and the mere receipt of the brief 
in no way signifies an acquiescence in the fee marked on it; and they 
added that very often after the delivery of the original brief further 
lengthy papers are sought to be added to it, and in such a case the original 
fee may become totally inadequate. 


(To be continued.) 








THE LAND TRANSFER BILL, 1893. 


Tue following reasons against the third of this Bill, which proposes 
to make the registration of title to land compulsory on sale, have been sent 
to members of the House of Lords by the Incorporated Law Society. 

1, Compulsion is primd facie wrong, because, if any system is in itself 
advantageous to landowners or others, they will not require compulsion . 
to induce them to take advantage of it. 

Mr. Brickdale, now the assistant registrar of titles, writes thus :—‘‘ No 
system really beneficial to landowners would require to be forced upon 


them, and, of course, to apply compulsion to any m not bene- 

-_ be a wild injustice.”—(Registration of Title to , 1886, 

p. 50. 

A 2. The proposed form of compulsion is open to many objections :— 
The proposal is to enforce the registraticn ofa on every 

purchase of land after the passing of the Act. The disadvantages of the 

plan are that in any case it must somewhat increase the immediate trouble 


of all next sales, and, unless first registration is made gratis, the expense 
also ; this would bs greatly felt in small properties. The benefit, suppos- 
ing it to be beneficial, is not immediate ; and it is open to three further 
objections, common to all compulsory schemes; first, in many instances 
it will impose itself upon property to which a is probably not 
at all suited ; secondly it will necessitate the su: of a complete 
official establishment, capable of dealing with the entire purchase pee sale 
— = me cvantey from the first moment of its existence ;* and 
, considering that ex hypothesi nearly all persons transacting business 
in the office will be doing so unwillingly (for ft they would go willingly, 
re is no need of compulsion), the chances of failure will be eno: y 
» in which case business will be impeded to a most inconvenient 
extent, and the entire system receive a serious, if not a fatal blow.”— 
(Brickdale : tion of Title to Land, p. 42.) 
+ — — the Bill seeks to make has been in 
since , and, though pushed by adv and 
every available ‘means, has failed to attract vee Oonalering thet our 
registry has never yet succeeded in giving uniform satisfaction to those 


* The Bill authorizes compulsion in districts, and, so far, 1aeets this objection. | 





who use it, that such improvements as are now are not founded 
whe meet teat ok ee eee that it is by 


pro- 
in this country, it seems not altogether impossible that by the 
para Bond compulsory im of of the 
and their king a fresh 
—(Brickdale : Registration of Title to Land, p. 4. 
4. Registration of title to land, cnet oat 
until the system has been greatly 


gone 
been paid and the y is the office ure in 
ts Sa crip cat ol dag bt mane ws enteny © ay 


the proceedings beyond the limits of time expended under the system, 
and in mauy cases to result in greater expense to the than they 
would have incurred if the estate had not been more espectally 


is this likely to ha in the case of small properties.’’—(Brickdale : 
tration of Title to Land, p. 28. 
. No public ingniry into the of the system of registration has 
taken place since 1879, when the select committee reported against any 
on it se mortgagee in thle ae, mode of 
to force u every or a 
dealing with his Loop nad which not one or mortgagee in 20,000 
nt adopts of his own accord.’’—( 


a of Select Committee, p. 5.) 
. No public demand for registration has been shewn to 
exist, and anyone who thinks regis of title beneficial can at any 


time adopt it without compulsion. 
London: August, 1893. 
the lends me the capodities and with which 
of the ‘ sma. 
peecboee fe s are carried out under the isting system of 
odes Ost see Obzervations on the Land Transfer Bill, 1893. - 
woode & Co. 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 


Noricez. 

By order of the Lord Chancellor dated July 31, 1893, the following 
action has been transferred to the Hon. Mr. Justice Vau Williams 
(sitting as an additional judge in the Chancery Division) :— 

Mr. Justice Srraiine. 

Alexander Wilkie Crodle and Another v. Welsh Anthracite Collieries 

(Limited). 1893. ©. No. 2,535. 


LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 
Sir Tuomas Martivgav, of Bizmingham, died on the . at the 
of paren Until recently he was the head of the well-known firm 
of Ryland. Martineau, & Co., solicitors, 
office of mayor of Birmingham. In the j 
city and laid the foundation-stone of the new law 


tion of which Sir Thomas received the honour of 
nephew of the late Harriet Martineau, the author, pe ov Dr. Martineau. 


APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. Roszrt Epwarp Manswaut, solicitor, Solihull, has been appointed 
a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Marshall was admitted in January, 1884. 

Mr. Frepextc MarsHatt, solicitor, 3, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C., has 

been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Marshall was admitted in 


February, 1887. 
Mr. Franx Myers, solicitor, Manchester, has been ted a Commis- 
sioner for Oaths. Mr. Myers was admitted in April, 1887. 


Mr. Tuomas Bacon P: solicitor, Redhill, has been a 
Comraissionee for Oaths. Mr. Phillips was admitted in May, 1885. 

Mr. Samvsn Axnworr Pym, solicitor, 57, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C., has 
been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Pym was admitted in 
August, 1885. 

Mr. Wx. Haw Rowzanp, solicitor, Bangor, has been 
” Oaths. Mr. Rowland was 


Ee 


ted a 
Sapte for admitted in November, 
1885. 

Mr. Henry Ovsrrr Inetann, solicitor, 7, Bedford-row, W.0., has been 
eppointed « Commiioner for Oaths. ‘Mr. Ineland ‘was in 
e , 1886. 

Mr. Atrazp Hamuton Jewxm, solicitor, Redruth, has been ited 
o Oomanissionst for Oaths. rag a ep age Shy oe Wy 

ted a 


Mr. © Kensxoug, solicitor, Aberdare, has been 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Kenshole was admitted in July, 1879. 


Mr. Cuas. A Kyasy, solicitor hen been, sppeinted. 0 
Commcieslense dee Gales. Mr. ’ aes Oemittel tn Apel, ,. 
has a 





Mr. Huon Buixetzy Kant, solicitor, 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Kent was 


is a notary public. 


been 
in August, He 









Mr. Frepextcx Cuas. Lymn, solicitor, Matlock, has been a a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Lymn was admitted in May, 1887. 


Mr. Joun Tuomas Carn Boxam, solicitor, Sunderland, has been appointed 
a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Bolam was admitted in March, 1887. 


Mr. Hernert Wasnnovrne Grsps, solicitor, Bath, has been appointed 
a Commisioner for Oaths. Mr. Gibbs was admitted in February, 1886. 


Mr. Micuazt Jackson, solicitor, Wigan, has been appointed a Com- 
missioner for Oaths. Mr. Jackson was admitted in July, 1884. 


Mr. Joun Dentson Jorpan, solicitor, 5, Victoria-street, Westminster, 
has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Jordan was admitted 
in February, 1881. 

Mr. Exnest Atrrep Parrerson, solicitor, Longton, has been appointed 
a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Patterson was admitted in February, 
1887. 


Mr. Tuomas Vincent Pzarsz, solicitor, Wiveliscombe, has been appointed 
a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Pearse was admitted in June, 1886. 


Mr. Gzorce Jason Puturs, solicitor, Northampton, has been appointed 
a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Phillips was admitted in April, 1887. He 
is clerk to the Hardingston Local Board. 


Mr. Hanwortn Epmunp Burr Rackxuam, solicitor, Norwich, has been 
Me ted a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Rackham was admitted in 
e » 1882. 


Mr. Ricnuarp Septimus Ports, solicitor, Liverpool, has been appointed 
a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Potts was admitted in July, 1877. 


Mr. Wiiu1am Atrrep Piunxert, solicitor, 60, St. Paul’s-churchyard, 
E.C., has been appointed a Commissioner for Ontario. Mr. Plunkett was 
admitted in Easter, 1863. 


Mr. Narwante, Joun Granam Ravenor, solicitor, Witney, has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Ravenor was admitted in 

ugust, 1881. 

Mr. Josgrn Frepsrick Wi111aM Ritson, solicitor, Wigton, has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Ritson was admitted in Febru: 
ary, 1885. He is clerk to the rural sanitary authority, clerk to the 
guardians, and superintendent registrar. 


Mr. Eenest Txorney Saurru, solicitor, Nottingham, has been appointed 
a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Smith was admitted in April, 1884. 


Mr. Wii11am Henry Smrrtu, solicitor, Woburn, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Smith was admitted in November, 1886. 


Mr. Gustavus Puetrs Symes, B.A., B.C.L., solicitor, Dorchester, has 
been — a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Symes was admitted in 
March, 1883, 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DIssoLvTions. 


Ropert Harptnc Mitwarp, Tom Hapiey, and Henry Bennerr Darn, 
solicitors (Milward, Hadley, & Dain), Birmingham. June 30. 

Henry Prince, Harry Epwarp Ayres, and Joun Soames Austen, solici- 
tors (Prince, Ayres, & Austen), 9, Fleet-street, London. March 25. 

Hentzy Grose Suir and Grerarp Freperick pz Zorts, solicitors (Smith 
& de Zoete), 20, Finsbury-circus, London. June 30. The said Gerard 
Frederick de Zoete will continue to carry on the said business under the 
style aforesaid at the above address. 

Joun Trourseck and Henry Ernest Barnes, solicitors (Troutbeck & 
Barnes), Westminster-chambers, 11, Victoria-street, Westminster. July 
22. The said Henry Ernest Barnes having retired from the firm, the said 
John Troutbeck will carry on the practice in future under the style and 
firm of Troutbeck & Co, (Gazette, July 28. 


GENERAL. 
Lord Mac 


Lor maghten has consented to act as arbitrator in the matter of the 
winding up of the Portsea Island Building Society. 


The St. James’s Gazette says : We commented the other day on the diffi- 
culties which beset a young barrister in his efforts to obtain practice at the 
bar and the temptations which are thrown in his way of resorting to 
doubtful —— A technical journal not long ago published the 
following advertisement :—Law.—To Barristers.—A Gentleman, recently 
called, with some capital, can be introduced to good practice by an 
established solicitor.—Address X. Y. Z., &c. The delights of receiving 
back one’s own capital in the form of fees must be extremely satisfactory 
to the newly fledged barrister ; but it would be very difficult to call it, in 
the words of the advertisement, ‘‘ good practice’’ for any one but the 
*¢ established ’’ solicitor. 


The Zimes says that within the past few days the Lord Chancellor has 
succeeded by certain rearrangements of the courts south of the Thames 
in reducing the number of Metropolitan county court judges by one. 
Circuit 46, including Southwark and Wandsworth, disappears, the South- 
wark Court taking the place of Lambeth, with Greenwich and Woolwich 
in Circuit 47, while Lambeth is at present added to the West End Courts, 
Rochester being taken away from the latter and added to East Kent. A 
process of re-distribution is also understood to be in contemplation in the 
country districts, and a committee is now considering how this can best 
be done. It is, however, improbable that any change of importance can 
be effected in this respect. 


In the course of the hearing of the Burke divorce suit the learned judge 
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said it would be a matter for future consideration as to the construction @ 
be put upon the phrase, “‘desire to have possession of her being inesti: 
able,’’ in a letter from one of the co-respondents, Mr. Willis, Q.0., sag” 
he had been looking up a variety of standard authors, and, quoting Milt 
averred that a man might be insatiable for glory. His lordship offered, 
counter-quotation from a line from “Richard II.” Mr. Willis: Thuy 
undoubtedly points to insatiability for the woman. I do not mean tog 
that in some cases it does not mean “‘ dy for more.” His lor dshigs 
Then agaia, Mr. Willis, you remember the famous line of Juvenal. 
Willis (reading the sentence in French): You will seen the writer 
cusses the reasons of his insatiability, and, of course, my lord, as to 

line of Juvenal it means, I think, ‘‘ tired with joy,” not ‘‘ sated with sin.” © 
His lordship: It would never do to convict anybody upon a doubtfy” 
expression like that. F 


2. 
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i Rolt 
Lavie Farmer 


Carrington Rolt 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

Bapvens.—Ang. 1, the wife of Thomas Henry Broughton Bamford, of Ashborne, Derbys 
ire, of a son. f 

Hucues.—July 29, at Buckland-hill, Maidstone, the wife of Henry A. Hughes, soliciter, 

of a daughter. ; 
MARRIAGE. te 
Laruamu—Srurces.—July 29, at St. John’s Church, Red Lion-square, by the Rev. Edwant - 

8t , Rector of vee assisted by the Rev. Arthur Sturges, Vicar of fk 
(uncles of the bride), William Latham, of Lincoln’s-inn, Q.C., to Mary Kate Sturge,” 
third —— of the late Decimus Sturges, of 19, Durham-villas, Phillim imore-gardem, 
barrister-at-law. < 








STAMMERERS of all ages, and parents of stammering children should read a book 
written by a gentleman who cured himself after ——s nearly forty years. Post-free fi 
thirteen stamps from Mr. B. Bzas.ey, Brampton-park, Huntingics, or “ Sherwood” 
Willesden-lane, Brondesbury, London. ES 

WAknING TO InTENDING Hovusz Purcuasers & Lessexs.—Before purchasing or 
a house have the i arrangements oe uy examined by an expert from , 
Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 66, m e Meteorological Office, Victo e 
Westminster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Cffices, &c.- -[Apvt,] Es 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Faipay, July 28. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. ; 
Lirrep 1 CHAncERy. ¢ 
H. L. Horrox & Co, Limrzp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31. to send that 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to J. Earle % 
Suffolk House, Laurence Pountney lane aa ¥ 
INTERSATIONAL Express, Limrrep—By an order made by Voughes Wilieme, 3.2mm 
July 21, it was ered that the volun winding up of the above be : 
Whites & Co, Budge row, ts for Press & ip, Bristol, solors for petners. ‘ eS; 
are required, on or before 9, to send their names and addresses, and particulars@” 
their debts or claims, to J. K. Derry, 41, Eastcheap. Batchelor & Cousins, Walbroaly 
solors for —- : = 
Nortirvenam Wexuineton Crus Co, Luarep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 3 
to sen ir names and and particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomat 
Leman, 1, 8t Peter’s Church 


Nottingham 
P. Bracat & Company, Lomrep itors are required, on or before Aug 31, to 
their names and , and particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Wi 
Mills, 11, Wilson st, Finsbury. Davidson & Morriss, 42, Queen Victoria st, solors 
liquidator ; 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. et 
Great Sravcnton Pixe Appie Faexpiy Society, Red Lion Inn, Great Staughton,& 
Neot’s, Huntingdon. July 25 AG 
London Gaszette.—Turspay, Aug. 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lured 1x CHANCERY - 
Apznowawr Brewery Co, Lourep—Petn for winding up, presented July 26, directed 
be heard on - ay, Aug 9. a med ae 7, ae —_ for H. 
Paton, Swansea, solor for petners. Notice of appearing must reac ea 
later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 8 Ps 
Arrican Lanpep Estates Co, Lourep—Peta for winding up, p ted July 28, dines 
to be heard on Aug 9. & Son, 13, Wool Exchange, Basinghall ot ec 
. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 0’ in the 
afternoon of Aug 8 ; 
Cast Sree. Fouxpry Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 16, to e 
their names and addresses, and i of their debts or claims, to Wi Barca 


Ciroven Haut Park axp Garpexs Co, Linrrep—Petn for winding up, presented 
directed to be heard on Wednesday, Aug 9. Grundy & Co, 4, New ct, Carey st, 
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testy & , solors for Notice of must reach the 
abovenamed not than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 
@ronce Hzann & Co, Lquves—Dein for — poenaaes July 27, directed to be 
on Wed y, Aug 9. Solomon Myers, 14, Wormwood Old Broad solor 
+ for petner. Sas eepeiay ane reach the abovenamed not sete ee in 
afternoon 
pws R. Diva _ oe Brick Co, Lage <n mired, on or before Oct 1, 
nd their names and addresses, and or claims, to 


Betor Kidwelly, Carmarthen. Burd 


ian & Co, 3 io are required, before Dec 31 
alter Leaf, 32, Old Change. Bannister & 

solors for iquidator 

Paorastary Hovse axp Lanp Corporatio Ma agg one are 
before Sept 15, to send their names and >t debts or 
daims, to Francis Drake Leslie, 74, Coleman st. May, 's Arms yard, solor for 

uidator 

maa axp Mumares Rauway Co, nn ee eae are ao woes, on or beng yt 
12, to send their names and addresses, and or claims, to Ji 
Stanley Blease, 2, Rutland st, Swansea. 

Usivetsa, Banke Co, » Jamrran—Petn = wid 
heard on esday, Aug 9 omas Char’ Copeaes ¢ 
solor for petners. Notice of appearing must reach teach the go later than é 
o'clock in the afternoon of A rom be 

Woursxy & Co, Luurrep—Petn for winding up, presented July 31, gg to be heard on 
Aug 9. Leesmith & Munby, 27, Copthall avenue, for petner. appearing 
must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the } a. ares Aug 8 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY. 
SusPexpep ror Turex Monrus. 
‘Wesusvan Fatenviy Burtt Socrery, Wesleyan School, Aspull, Lancs. July 27 


& Co, Ran: ches Wouuleheh aban 


31, to send their names and 
cee ah remanent 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette-—Fuipay, July 21. 
Baacc, Joux, Leeds, Fruit Merchant. Aug 17 Bragg v Bragg, Chitty, J. Scott, Leeds 
Dz Lannixaca, Ramoy, Liverpool. Sept 1. De Larrinaga vy De Luzarraga, Registrar, 


Live’ 1, Hawkins, Liverpool 
SPENCER, Winn ram, Sefton Park, Lancaster. Aug 18. Yates and Johnson v Spencer, 
Reg 


istrar, Liverpool. Banks, Preston 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, July 25. 
Baxen, Henny, Beer lane, Printer. Aug 25. Spalding & Hodge, Limited v Baker, North, 
J Budd, Chancery lane 
Remuarvt, CHARLES, pang = st. Sept 16. Blanchetiere v Reinhardt, Stirling, J. 
Hastie, Lincoln’s inn field 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Guam. 
London Gazette-—Fripvay, July 21. 
Bamey, Joszru, Fairfield, nr Liverpool, Fruiterer Aug 25 Badger, Liverpool 
Banper, om Northfield, Speldhurst, Kent, retired Joiner Aug 19 Buss, Tunbridge 


We 

Banvrror, Henry, High st, Marylebone, Porter Aug 22 Collens, Gresham bidgs 

Bzssixcrox, Tuomas, Salford, Registrar of Births and Deaths Aug 15 Bowden & 
Walker, Manchester 

Becxwitn, Marcaret, Middlesborough Sept1 Sill, Middlesborough 

Bisnor, Many Ann, Hindon at, Pimlico SeptS Mitchell, Bedford row 

Buiiock, Joun, Uckington, Salop, Farm Bailiff Aug15 Stevens, Shrewsbury 

Canter, Sanau Emma, Eee, Essex, Vicensed Victualler Sept 2 W W Salter, 


Market pl, 
ue Tuomas ae Chobham, Surrey, Clerk Sept4 Smalipeice & Co, Guild- 


Oorrazit, Ricuarp ba ay Alkhaw rd, Stoke Newington Aug 21 Douglas & Co, 
New court, Lincoln’s 

Onawsuaw, Ravpn, Beckmendwike, Carting Agent Aug 25 Ibberson, Heckmondwike 

Dasuwoon, Sir Epwiy Apgrcrompy, Bart, West Wycombe Park, Bucks Aug 28 Long 
& Gardiner, Linecoln’s inn fields 

Dars, Evizanetu, Weston super Mare Aug 31 Fussell & Co, Bristol 


Davies, Cano.ine, Haverfordwest Sept 1 Eaton Evans & Williams, Haverfordwest 
De Sri1ax, Cuantes Louis Isiporz, Bournemouth, MD Sept 1 Blake & Heseltine, 


rjeants’ inn 
pam, masa, ethers, Staffs, Saddler Sept 29 Taylor & Wheatcroft, Burton on 
ren 





Epwarps, Epuunp, Maidenhead, Berks, Builder Septi Ward; Thomas, Maidenhead 
Exszy, Cuan.es, Maldon, Essex, Chemist Sept 6 Jordan, Victoria st 


France, Jessx, Brownlowfold, Bolton, Gent Sept 1 Holden & Holden, Bolton 
Gzpaz, Wuas Epwaazp, Oakley st, Chelsea, Patent Agent Aug 2i Styer, Thread- 


Grrenau, Waances, Godaluing, Gexsey Sept 20 Clarkson & Co, Carter lane, Doctors’ 
Gizpui., Wi114m, Holmfirth, Yorks, Grocer Aug 26 Kidd & Bentley, Holmfirth 


Hayaearrn, Sormta Mary, Englefield, nr Reading Aug28 Poulter, Lincoln's inn fields ~ 


Hizroy, Lucy, Horsmonden, Kent July 31 Paget, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Hrrcurse, Gzorcr, Great Dunmow, Essex, retired Miller Aug 31 Wade & Co, Dunmow 
a. ~—Y wane deena een cses Aug 3 Timbrell & Deighton, King 
Krusis, Exizazera Anye, Stanstead, Essex Aug 3i Senior & Co, New inn, Strand 
Kaavss, Jouy, Greenheys, Manchester, Gent Aug 3i Farrar & Co, Manchester 
Masizy, Taomas, Weston, nr Bath, Timber Merchant Augi9 Bartlett, Bath 
Nessrrt, Gzorasz, Chester le Street, co Durham, Cashier Aug 30 Brown (jun), New- 
Np Aug 31 Cripps & Son, Tunbridge 


Some, is Lord, Rt Hon and Rev W11114M Jossrn, Baron Peraz or Warrrie, Thorndon pk, 
Bept 1 Fooks & Co, st, Lincoln’s inn 
ae Epwanrp Carrer, Sept 1 Trewhitt & Robson, Sunderland 


Szymour, WitLiAm Epwarp, Southsea, Gent Sept 1 Staffurth, Bognor, Sussex 

Srrcesm, te Harpsfield Hall, nr Hatfield, Herts, Yeoman Aug 25 Smallpeice & Co, 

Srrawsox, Jonn Roppis, Harbury, co Warwick, retired Butcher Aug 2 Wood & 
Bourne tham 


Van per Horvex, Arian, Grove lane, Camberwell Sept? Stones & Co, Finsbury circus 
Wo.rrgxstz1x, Lzorotp, Fenchurch st, Merchant Sept1 Stibbard & Co, Leadenhall st 
London Gazette.—Turspar, July 25. 
A.povus, James, Gloucester rd, South Kensington, Florist Sept 1 Kinsey & Co, Blooms- 
‘aatean tae Bury, Gent Sept 2 Woodcock & Co, Bury 
Biumeerc, Heyzy, Southport, Doctor of Medicine Aug 31 Field & Co, Liverpool 
Bower, Aytuoyy, Cabourn, Lincs, Clerk in Holy Orders Sept 11 England & Co, Hull 
Coss, Annerre, New York, USA Aug 26 Marsland& Co, Leadenhall st 
Crew, Cuantes, East Chelborough, Dorset, Getit Sept 1 Baskett & Son, Evershot, 
Eaton, Josern, Brighton, Licensed Victualler Sept Nash & Co, Queen st, Cheapside 
Heats, Axx, Tiverton, Devon, China Dealer Aiig $i Quick & Son, Tiverton 
Hearn, Epwanp, Tiverton, China Dealer Aug 31 Quick & Son, Tiverton 
Har -Byroumeos, | Paraick Mavaics, H M8 “Speedwell,” Lieutenant Aug 23 Smiles 
" Tow 
Hew .errt, Josern, Bristol, Gent Aug 23 Jacques & Sons, Bristol 
Howanp-Kee.ine, Hersert, Eltham, Kent, Esq Aug 31 Murray & Co, Birchin lane 
Keats, Juuia Anya, Torquay Sept5 Hooper & Woollen, Torquay 
Lewis, Joux, Hanton, Boulston, Pembs, Farmer Aug5 Davies & Co, Haverfordwest 
Locks, Hag > Hyp, Fopstone rd, Kensington Sept1 Leathley & Willes, Lincoln’s 
Manus, Bow 1x, Royston, Lancs, Cotton Spinner Aug? Gartside & Robinson, Ashton 
Menmmusves, & oe Schadewalde, Marklissa, Prussia, Wool Buyer Aug2i Freeman, 
Pavarave, ae Georoz, Fenchurch st, Esq Sept1 Paine & Co, 8t Helen's place 
Reap, Bersey Exizaseru, Bordesley park rd, Birmingham Sept 20 Rabnett, Bir- 
Scairz, Marriew, Elloughton, Yorks, Bank Cashier Aug 21 Iveson & West, Hull 
Surrn, Baycs, Manchester, Merchant Aug 18 Cooper & Sons, Manchester 
Surrn, Joszr#t, Camden rd Aug 27 Smith & Son, Furnival’s inn 
Tay_or, Cuartes Davip, Burscough, Lanes, Salesman Aug 26 Whitley & Co, Liverpool 
Vow oe Daviv McKenzie, Wapping High st, Wharfinger Aug 31 Nicol & Co, 
me 
Weston, Asm Mania, Yardley Gobion, co Northampton Aug 81 Parrott, Stony 
Wesrtow, a Yardley Gobion, co Northampton, Farmer Aug 31 Parrott, Stony 
Wicxwan, Gzonor, Leicester, retired Baker Aug 23 Stevenson & Son, Leicester 
‘Ween, Bates Manens, Grange rd, Ealing Aug 17 Rickards & Co, Crown court, Old 
Youxe, Many, Lisson grove, 8t John’s Wood Sept 1 Balderston & Warren, Bedford 
row 


upon 
Noakes, Wiii14u, 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES, 


er 8H, Raley &, Wiew High Court Pet May 18 


Moutwevx, Tuomas, Cheshire, Wheelwright 
J 
Warrington ey ee july 25 


London Gazette.—Fripay, July 28 | Exias, hn Rh yclafdy, Lianfihangelbachylleth, Car- | Moors, Freprrick, Stroud, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. sarvendire, em Aberystwith Pet July 25 Ord Pet July 24 Ord July 25 
a Joun. Lay Builder Bradford Pet July 
Autretpr, Farpenicx Cart, Sandown, Mita” Gent | | Fama, 1, Canto, Bradford, Innkeeper Bradford Pet July Ord J 
Newport and Ryde Pet July 22 Ord July 22 July 24 Cou Caledonian ri, Licensed Victualler 
Axparw James Grorce, Quorndon, Lei , Char- | wasn tte Eases 8 Bodicote, Oxfordshire, Accountant Ban- Court See Ord July 96 
tan tered Accountant Leicester | Pet June 16 Ord bury Pet July 10 Ord July 22 Paneen & Joux, Norfolk, Farmer Great Yar- 
i * daly | Ganxxon, Jons ames, Parn’ Lancashire, Tailor Pet J July 25 
Pa hed Wituram, Manchester, Optician Manchester Bolton Pet Jul 12 Ord July 25 me... JAMES ‘ail Manu- 
Pet July 24 Ord July 24 


| Govay, Ri INCENT. 
andsworth 


Baztoy, Ricuann Groroe, Faversham, Kent, Boot Maker 


Petersham, §& 
Pet July 25 Ord July July 25 
Hotel 


School- me ' Worcester ati, Bro = 22 
VE ames Ispet, Kingston 
Traveller 


terbury Pet July 25 Ord July 25 Bit Tuomas, Kingston upon 
Busan, J F, Madeley rd, Baling, Gent Brentford Pet mWawick Pet daly 3 Ook hy sent July 22 
y yn uly 25 Hampstea om, OSHU Cefn, Denbighshire, 
om, Frepenicx, Stockfield rd, Streatham, Builder | Tutor High Court "Pet July 12.” Ord July as ed See 2 Pet June 26 Ged aly 20 
6 andsworth Pet July 26 Ord July 26 : Hunt, Dantet Bartiert, Worcestershire, of no | § Nartuanizt, Stoke Bruerne, Northampton, 
ALouTT, Hewny eg ‘ottenham Court rd, Stationer occupation Worcester Pet uly 25 Ord J csthemaaen Pet July 24 Ord July % 
High Court Pet July 26 Ord July 26 JonEs, a , | Saaw, WiiwiaM, Em Toy Dealer Scarborough 
Cuampacyx, C “err: aang a, idow High Court | wsbury Padn 7 Ord July 22 Pot July 25 ‘Ord Ji 
Cont t June 25 Ord J IR R, Abehareh lane High Gourt Pet March 21 Painter Bradford Pet 
BB, WILLIAM, Dorcbestan Builder Oxford Pet miner srngute, San 
Ord July 25 cE ae Hewry Keeetherongh, Nurseryman 


x, Wii1am, the Broadway, London Fields, ens: | 
grocer Hi gh Court Pet July 25 Ord July 26 
Epwanps, Wnsean Stafford’s Bridge, Marc ‘yee 
jay , eamae Peterborough Pet Ji 


weYork, Pet + &- 25 Ord J 

ATTIN, T ” 

July Ton. Shakar 
Manmesit, “or maggs A Victor, 

Kidderminster 


Kidderminster 
Pet July 22 Ord July 22 


y Baker Stockport Pet 
, Jeweller 


met eenlig ihintT 
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sON, pane. Grocers Bristol Pet July 24 Ord 
July 
PS Tuomas, Uttoxeter, Staffordshire, caiman 
Burton on Trent Pet July 24 Ord July 24 
Trenagyne, Trenanne THomas, iehowe oe, Linen Draper 
High Gourt Pet July 24 Ord July 25 
Pg Epwix James, Exmouth, Haulier Exeter Pet 
July 24 Ord July 24 
om, = Epuvunp, The Hawthorns, Finchley, Indiarubber Fac- 
High Court Pet July 25 Ord July 25 
wa Jouw Freeporn, Ponder’s End, Brewer Edmonton 
Pet July 22 Ord July 22 
We ts, Suapracn, Desbem, Minera! Water Manufacturer 
Durham 


Pet July 26 Ord July 26 
WuitweE.., Gzorcz, Melling, Lancashire, Farmer Pres- 
ton Pet July22 Ord uly 22 


Witpes, Georocz Fenwick Giapstone, Na Lieu- 
Windsor Pet June 28 Ord July 
Woopsrivce, Grorce Joves, Maidenhead, Builder Wind- 

sor Pet July 22 Ord July 22 
The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
li ished in the London Gazette of July 18 :— 


Jones, seg Clydach Vale, Rhondda Valley, Gane. 
0 


ire, Grocer Pontypridd Pet July 14 
uly 14 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Atstox, Joux Hexry, Accrington, Wheelwright Aug 11 


at 2.15 County Court house, Blackburn 

Boyp, Jusivs Mipp.ieroy, Godalming, Surrey, retired 
Colonel Sept 21 at 11.30 24, Railway approach, Lon- 
don Bri 

Brencutey, Frepericx Exisua Crorron, Church st, Cam- 
berwell, Tobacconist Aug4ati11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Brooxes, Atiex, Black Heath, Staffordshire, of no Occu- 
pation Aug4at10.15 Off Rec, Dudley 

Burier, Josern Beysamiy, York, out of Business Aug 8 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, York 

Care.inG, Jonx, Deal, Kent, Grocer Aug5at11 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Cuanpier, Witiiam Timms, Elham, Kent, Ironmonger 
Aug4at10 Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 

Canoe CHARLES ir Victoria sq, Pimlico 
at1l Bankruptcy bi ldgs, Carey st 

Coorer, Henry James, Sparkhill, Worcestershire, General 
Dealer AugSatil 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Deans, Joun ALexanver, Morriston, Swansea, Stationer 

4at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Dixoy, Wi1114m Henry, Leeds, Printer Aug9 at 12 Off 
Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Deace, Atrrep James, Baldock, Hertfordshire, Baker 
Aug 8at3 Off Rec, 1a, 8t Paul’s sq, Bedford 

Duyy, HIBALD JOSEPH, Avonmore rd, West Kensington, 
J ist Aug 4 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

EaGuesrietp, Rosert, Waterloo, cashire, Estate 
Agent Aug 9 at 3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 


Aug 10 


poo 

Epwakps, D E, Grange rd, Kentish eg Dairyman Aug 
llatil Bankruptcy bidgs, Care 8 

Exuis, Cuanves, Cattistock Sealien, Butcher Aug 4 
at 2.30 Off Rec, ~ 

Fane, < ——< Bradford, — al Aug 9 at 11.30 Off 

1, Manor row, ‘Biedfe 

A ng "Tuomas, Broadhurst gdns, West Hampstead, 
Electrician Aug9at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Foss, Gzorce, Worcester, Glover Off Rec, 
Wo reester 


ia Atrrep, Axminster, Bootseller Aug 5 at 11 Off 
Rec, 5n, Hammet st, Taunton 
Futieyvove, WitiaM, Netherton, Worcestershire, Drug 
Stores Proprietor Aug 4at 10.45 Off Rec, Dudley 
Gannon, Joun James, Farnwo' 


, Lancashire, Tailor 
4at11 16, Wood st, Bolton 
Garpixer and Teoursox, Mostimer st, Tailors Aug 11 
Carey st 


at 12 Bankru 7 y 
Geant, Micnart Henry Ryan, King’s Norton, Worcester- 


Builder Aug 9 at 11 23, Colmore row, Bir- 


ming’ 
Greenixne & Co, Copthall chmbrs, Throgmorton st, Stock 
and Share Dealers Aug 9 at 2.30 ankruptey, bldgs, 


Carey st 
Gairrix, Cuantes, Whitmore, nr Newcastle under Lyme, 
Coal Merchant Aug4at12 Off Rec, Newcastle under 


Lyme 
Hammoy, iY. ay Merchant Augil ati Bank- 


ruptcy 
Hicks, Ricwaxp, + Gifford, Wiltshire, Machine 
are 16 at 12 Off "Ree, Bank chmbrs, 


Aug 8atll 


Aug 


Corn 

Hitiary, Joun rp mt Manchester, Accountant Aug 
4at3 len’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Issac, Sau, Blomfield A gh London Wall, Gent Aug 9 
atli Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Jackson Tuomas Rapa, aot a , Grocer Aug 4 at 
county Court bldgs, Cheltenham 
ime Joun, Metropolitan Hotel, Moorgate st, Mining 
—_ 4 Aug 11 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bid y bidgs, Carey st 
Joxes, Tuomas, Clydach Vale, Rhond alley, Glamor- 
» Grocer Aug 4 at 3 Off Rec, 65, High st, 
erthyr Tydfil 


Ty 
Lewis, Wiiuiam, Tripenhade, St Ishmael’s, Carmarthen- 
Farmer Aug5atil Off Rec, 11, Quay st, Var- 
en 
Marx, Heyry Rosest, Fleet lane, Old Daley, Printer 
Aug 8 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Rxs, Jacos, Birmingham, Bedstead Manufacturer 
Aug lsat 11 23, Celnaes row, Birmingham 
Moonrz, Fexpericx, Stroud, Gloucestershire, Hairdresser 


Aug6at 4 Imperial Hotel, Stroud 
Muyx & Anis, Clement’s ae Bolicitors Aug 10 at 2.30 
Ban bldgs, Carey st 


Paix, Sanvzt, Margate, out of Business Augiat9 Off 

Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 
Peron, Cuantes, and Hexry Preavis Cryzr, Well st, 
’ tle ~ races Aug 9 at 12 Bank- 


Piven, Jouy, mbri vd, Mile End, Boot Manufacturer 


Pors, Gaceea, Nechells Bi ham, Bolicitor’s Clerk 
Aug ll ati2 23, Colmore row, Bi 
Powk tu, Josepy, dag r= iterer’s Salesman Aug 9 at 11 
ff Rec, 22, Park row, I 
Price, Harry B, Finsbury ri parement Contractor Aug 9 at 


1 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Reveti, James Isper, Ki m upon Hull, Commercial 
wa Aug5atil Off Rec, Trinity House lane, 
u 
Roserts, Josnva, Cefn, nr Ruabon, Denbighshire, Grocer 
Aug 4 at 2 Cry pt chmbrs, Chester 
Rosson, ane, Durham, out of business Aug 4 at 4.30 
hree Tuns Hotel. ham 


Saunpercock, Joun, Treorkey, Glamo hire, Labourer 
Aug 4 at i2 Of Ree, 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
SuvutTtLeworts, Henry, Bradford, Painter Aug 9 at 11 

Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Simpson, THOMAS Hewry, Birmingham, Baker Aug 11 at 
11 23, Colmore row, Bi 
SMELLIE, Jouw McCivurg, , Tailor Aug 8 at 12 
Ree, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 
Taytor, Atrrep Gores, Taunton, Solicitor Aug 4 at 11 


ff Rec, 58, Hammet st, Taunton 

Taytor, Freperick WItiiam, 
Grocer Aug 4at 10.30 Off Rec 

Temrie, Georce Francis, and Frank Joun Coats WIitsox, 
Bristol, Grocers Aug 16 at 12.30 Off Rec, 
chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Tuomrson, ALrrep Henry, Walthamstow, Essex, Commis- 
sion Agent Aug 9 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Urcotr, Epwix James, Exmouth, Haulier Aug 8 at 11 
Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

WEspBER, Ricuarp Hu GH, Kylemore rd, West Hampstead 
Tobacconist Aug 4 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Wesster, Epwarp, Birmingham, Baker Aug 15 at 12 23, 
Colmore row, Birmingham 

West, Frank, Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s Sam, Auctioneer 
Aug 4 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Care 

Wuirwe..t, Grorce, Roeburndale, M line, Lancashire, 
Farmer Aug 8 at 2.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Wirks, Benxsamin, Swansea, Furniture Dealer Aug 4at 11 
Bankruptcy bidge, Carey st 

Wisow, Cuarves, Burton on Trent, Fruiterer Aug 4 at 3 
Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton on Trent 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Barron, Richarp Greorecr, Faversham, pont, Bootmaker 
Canterbury Pet July 25 Ord July 25 

Briscoz, Jony, jun, Lower Ashe, negeen, Farmer 
Winchester ‘Pet July8 Ord July 25 

Coss, Lf Dorchester, Builder Oxford Pet July 25 


rd July 
Co.sTon, t had eae Glam, Watchmaker Cardiff Pet 
July 1 Ord July 
Coorsr, (Joun, pn Ay Broughton, Salford, Cotton Waste 
Dealer Salford Pet Ma 19 Ord July 25 
Davies, Joun LiuEWwELun, See, Draper 
Newport, Mon Pet Jul ~ A Ord July 24 
Epwarps, Wii114M, Stafford’s Bridge, March, Conield 
shire, Farmer Peterborough Pet July rd 


July 25 
Exias, Jou, Rhydyclafdy, Lianfihangelbachylleth, Car- 
mahire, Aberystwith Pet July 24 Ord 


; = poe ‘armer 

y 25 

Tom, a Jk ae Bradford, Innkeeper Bradford Pet July 24 

Froyp, fae. Sie Sussex, Builder Lewes and East- 
bourne Pet July 22 Ord July 26 

Gaysoy, Joun James, Farnworth, Lancashire, Tailor 
Bolton Pet July 12 Ord July 26 

Grmsuaw, R N Arkixson, Wingate rd, emt, 
Gent "High Court Pet Feb2 Ord July 25 

Guy, Joseru, Madeley, - ' Beerhouse Keeper Madeley 
Pet May 26 Ord July 

Hust, Dante. ncoeasien: Btorridge Worcestershire, Of no 
occupation Worcester Pet uly 25 Ord July 25 


Hyper, Witt1am, Market Stainton, colnshire, Solicitor 
Great Grimsby Pet June 14 Ord July 24 


ley Staffordshire, 


Joxes, Tsomas, Montford Bridge, Salop, Carpenter 
Shrewsb ‘Pet July 22 Ord July 25 ‘ 
Kine, James Srevaskt, 


unter st, Brunswick sq, Major 

Court High Pet April 22 Ord July 

Lawsox, Witu1am Henry, Knaresborough, Nurseryman 
York Pet July 25 Ord July 

Marks, Cuarves, Stafford, Bet Dealer Stafford Pet 


May 20 Ord July 24 
Merrmen, Atpert Victor, ee, Jeweller 
Kidderminster Pet J uly ~ Ord July 22 
Motyysvux, Taomas, Ki oo Wheelwright 
arrington Pet July 25 “Grd July 
Nort, Jouy, Idle, Yorkshire, Buller Bradford Pet 


July 25 Gra July 25 
Norfolk, Farmer Great 


Parker, Jouy, vy RR, 
Yarmouth Pet July 22 Ord baly 2 5 


Rosrnson, Jouy, oan Out of business Durham Pet 
July 18 Ord July 24 
Satmox, Georce ARTHUR om ge Banstead, Surrey, Gent 


Croydon Pet June 26 
Satmon, Herpert Joun, panelent, 
Pet June 26 Ord July 25 
Sarrincton, Natuaniet, Stoke Bruerne, Northampton- 
shire, Baker Northampton Pet July 24 Ord July 24 

Suaw, WiLuiAM, ~'< + Toy Dealer Scarborough 
Pet July 26 Ord July 

SHuTTLEWoRTH, Sener Bradford, Painter Bradford 
Pet July 24 Ord July 24 

Srimezaker, Sam Epwarp ) Lavenaetion Yorkshire, Chemical 
Manufacturer Dewsb’ Meant et July 2 i Ord ay 22 

Taytor, Atyrep Gzorcr By lici- 
tor Taunton Pet July 8 Ord aly 2 a 

Txomrsoy, ALrrep Henry, Walthamstow, Essex, Com 
mission nt Court Pet July 1 18 Ord July 23 

Urcott, Epwix —- Exmouth, Haulier Exeter Pet 
July 24 Ord July 24 

Wess, Joun Faeesorn, Ponders End, Brewer Edmonton 
Pet July 21 Ord July 22 

Weston, Hersert Tuomas, Sheffield, of no Occupation 


5 LR Gent Croydon 





idge 
Aug 10 at 12 Bancruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Sheflield Pet June17 Ord Jul: AIA 
Kehire, yer Dewsbury 


Wuittixe, Gzorer, Morley, Yor! 


Pet July 17 


New: mAs, eine Ont Juls'26 
—> Ord J rk 
Passat, ENRY Dowie a “Aldermanbury, Glove Agent 


Proruero, Joun Raueg, Monmouth, 
28 
Rawson, JamgEs, 


Repeats, Epwarp, 


Sreap, Wiiu1aM Piarts, 


Tayior, "James, _— Wool Washer 


Vivier, Frepericx Tuomas, 1 
Pet J 
hee = 
Wuire, Hueu, Roch 
Ord July 28 
WItuerTs, | eR Stourport, Worcestershire, Out of 
Kidderminste: 


Wariacut, 


The follo 
lish 


BacxsHatt, Tuomas, Tonbridge, 


ConsTANTINIDI, aon SopHOcues, 
Merchant High 


A» ws, Jonn Coox, Thornthwaite, Yorkshire 
w pasianes house, Sn 3 





Ord July 18 









Wurtrwett, teen: <> 4 Lancashire, Yennet 
Pet July 22 Ord July 22 

Wuirworrs, Rosert, Salford, Cotton Waste Daaler 
ford Pet May19 Ord July 25 

Woopsriver, Grorce Jones, Maidenhead, Berl 
Builder Windsor Pet July 22 Ord July 22 


Youne, James Ropcer, Gt Coram st, - no Occ 
High Court Pet June6 Ord July 26 


London Gazette—Turspay, Aug 1. a 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Barrance, Epuunp Caracticus, Mildenhall, Suffolk, 3 
Merchant cw Ay Edmunds Pet July 24 Ord July 3 
Brown, J L, Carlisle >. 
Ord Jul 


Cattle Dealer Carlisle Pet July 
Browyixea, _ lea Kilndown, nr Goudhurst, urst, Kent, 
Grocer Pet July 27 Ord July 27 
Cuapre.t, CuristopHer JornNes, — "Oyele ee 
— = ig A Sa ws 
Davies, Evan, Ponty;ro w Vale, onmouthshiny, 
Grocer Tredegar Pet July 26 Ord July 27 
Epwakrp, James Low, Belvedere beth, C 
Traveller High Court Pet July 10 Ord ‘Taly 28 
ELuIorT, WILuiaM, momen. Boot Manufacturer Note 
ham Pet Jul Ord July 27 
ExGianp, WILLIAM, ell, nr 
2 Manuf Leicester Pet July 27 


EnGLisnH, ,, Hewitt, Clapton, Som 
N Bristol Pet July 29 Ord July 29 

esse, Snodland, Kent, Labourer 

y27 Ord July 27 

Fouiver, Jouw Joap ed pematen, Bookseller Wop — 
cester Pet July 28 Ord July : 

Harpcastie, Jony, Broad st one G sm Chastensil Accountant — 
High Court June 23 Ord July ek 

Hearn, Antuony Cuaruzs, Enborne, Berkshire, no oceg. © 
pation Newbury Pet July 28 “ord July 28 

HorrGaarbD, JOHANNES FrypDENDAHL, Manchester, Produgs 
Dealer Manch Pet July 29 Ord July 29 

Hyam, Davio, Milton st, Fancy Goods Importer High ~ 
Court Pet July 27 Ord July 27 

Kern, James, Cardiff, Watchmaker Cardiff Pet July 
Ord July 27 i 


y 

Keys, Ricnarp, Newcastle on Tyne, Iankeeper Neweastie © 
on et July 29 Ord July 29 oA 

Lee, Cuartes Atrrep, High rd, Toitenham, Boot Dealer 
Edmonton Pet July 11 Ord July 26 

ee = oy Evay, aa aly 39 Anglesey, Draper Bangor Pe 

y 29 a 

LonesBorrTom, yen aa, Cabinet Maker Halifag ~ 
Pet July 28 Ord July 28 

Meyer, Max Emu, eas st, Accountant High Court 

Mu Pet July 15 iy he D B ne 

ITCHELL, CALEB, irmingham, raper Birmingham 

July 27 Ord July 





£ 


inckley, Leicea' 


FoREMAN, 
Pet Jul: 


Mossrorp, Wem i Monumental Mason Nan — 


wich and Crewe Pet July 28 Ord July 28 


iddlesex, Labourer Windsor 


igh Court Pet July 27 Ord July 27 


Porn —, Leicester, Out of business Leicester is 


y28 Ord July 28 


Price, Tuomas, Wernfendigaid, Llanycrwys, 


Carmarthen- — 
shire, Of no occupation Vasmerten Pet July 7 


Ord July 27 oa = 
er Newport, 
Pet Jul: oy sg July 


in Burmese Painter Barrowit 
Furness Pet July 7 “Ord July : 
—_ Bridle Gutter Walsall Pe : 


on 


uly 19 Ord July 


Sait, Gzonce, Benkball, Stoke upon Trent, Licensed 


pn al Stoke upon Trent Pet July 26 Om 


July 


n. ( aeeee Wi.14m, Darlaston, Staffordshire, Baker 


Walsall Pet July 28 ‘Ord July 28 
shire, Tailor Bradford Pet July27 Ord July 27 
Oldham Pet 
uly 28 Ord July 


Tuomas, JonN Brexcrs, am 4 A Fruit Broker ~ 
High Court Pet July 27 


Tuomas, ne a a Ponbe pn hire, Grocer and 
er Pembroke Dock Pet July 28 Ord July 28 
Trspatrs, ALBERT, , Druggist Bi 


Pet July 27 Ord July 


Toor, Epwix ‘AveustixE, *Tokenhouse bl 
Court 


Broker Pet Ju une +. Mord Sly Se Tastings 





uly 28 Ord July 28 
Wituram Eowarp. by Cart Gear — 


Walsall Pet July 28 Ord Jul 
Rochdale, Solicitor ‘Oldham Pet July 


business r Pet June7 Ord June? 


Waseca Atreep Spencer, Lianrhaiadr yn M 


— Chemist Newtown Pet July 20 


July 29 
Cuaries, Little Shelford, oe Publican - 
Cambridge Pet July 29 Ord July 


Waicut, Rosert, Peterborough, Bulder Peterborough 


Pet July 19 Ord July 19 
amended notice is substituted for that pub+ 
in the London Gazette of July 18 :— 

Kent, Hoop Maker Tut 


ridge Wells Pet July13 Ord July 13 


The followi qmended netis notice is substituted for that pub= 
lished in the London Gazette of J 


uly 25 :— 


Kenai 
Court Pet July 20 Ord July 20 
FIRST MEETINGS. 





Aug 14 at 11.30 Court 
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t July 7 
‘ewcastle 
t Dealer 
gor Pet 
Halifax 
jh Court 
ham Pet 
2 Nant- 
Windsor 
» Agent 
Leicester 


narthen- 
July 2 


arrow it 
all Pet 


Licensed 
26 On 


e, Baker 
, York 
am Pet 
; Broker 
cer and 
‘ingham 
fortgage 


r Maker 
July B 
Out of 

16 7 

ch 
29 

Publican 

borough 

at pub- 


x Tut- 


at pub- 
Parkri, 
20 


out of 
allerton 
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5 
z, Jouw (jun), Lower Ashe, Hampshire, Farmer 
ane 10 at 3 Rec, 4, East st, Southampton 
sox, Joun Henny, Merthyr Tydfil, Fruiterer Aug 9 
at 12 Off Rec, 65, High a Merthyr Ty afil 
ConstaytTintpI, ALEXANDER SoPHOCLEs, Kensington pk rd, 
Merchant Aug 11 atl Bankruptcy b! ldgs, Carey st 
Davies, yommea, Trecastle, Brecon, cal Aug 9 at 3 
Off Reo, 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Degavine * jony, Milwich, Staffs, —— Aug 17 at 11.30 
C H Wright, St Martin’s pl, Staff 
Sidand Waste, Staffords’s teiige, March, Cambs, 
Farmer Aug 9 at 12 Off Reo, 5. 5, Petty Cury, Cam- 


arnTHA, London rd, Buxton, Publican Aug 9 at 
Of fees St James’s chmb rs, Derby 
Foreman, Jesse, Snodland, Kent, Laon Aug 14 at 3 
Off Rec, Week st, Maidstone 
ie, Wit11am Duwsineron, Barnsley, Yorkshire, Corn 
erchant’s Agent Aug 9 at 10.15 Off Rec, 3, Back 
ag = ae abe kenfig, B d, Gla 
‘opKIns, RICHARD, rr nr Bridgen morgan- 
5 shire, Licensed Victualler Aug 10 at2.30 Off Rec, 29, 
Queen st, Cardiff 


Howarp, Georcr, Brinton” Builder Aug 11 at 12 4, 
Pavilion is onto 

Jones, 1 jge onttord Bridge, Salo; op, Cary ——— Aug 
8 at 12.30 Rec, Talbot chmbrs, 

JonGENSEN, Kh... FRepericx Eatx, Fone’ *¢ Corn 

' Factor Aug 9 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, we ed 

Keane, J RR, Abchurch lane Augi4atil Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Lawsoxs, Witt1am Hewry, Knaresbcerough, Nurseryman 
Aug 10 at 1 yb Res, ig ne York 

hasan he Lewis. Furniture Dealer Aug 9 at 2 

Oo dite ot st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Loreen “teaieae Halifax, Cabinet Maker Aug 9 
atll Off a Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Marri, Tom, 8 rt, Baker Aug 8 at 12.45 Off Rec, 
Count: y Fenny rket pl, Stockport 

bane my hy ly st, Accountant Aug 14 at 12 
Bankruptcy Carey st 

Motyyevx, Raney Kingsley, Cheshire, Wheel 
Sept 1 11.15 Court house, Upper Bank st, 


rington 
Montmenr, Grorcz Witt1am, Penarth, Advertising Agent 
Aug 10at11 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
Norra, Jorn, Idle, Yorkshire —_— Aug 10 at12 Off 
Ree, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Ouives, “WituiaM Joun, the younger, Henry Terie 
Oxiver, and Tom Epwarp Ottver, Darli Printers 
Aug9at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 
Puen. Faaten, Kidderminster, Fish Merchant Aug 9 
at 3 Off Rec, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Ovrram, CoLin James, Caledonian rd, late Licensed 
oan Aug 14 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
meg JosEPH, abort, Glass Dealer Aug 9 
at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 
Rowtanp, H, Redhill, Surrey. Grocer Aug 10 at 13.30 
m4, Railway approach, London Bridge 
RurHerrorp, Squire Kwicat, Shrub rd, Tottenham, 
Engineer Augl0atil Bankrupte dg, on st 
Seams, H Haswett, Savoy st, Stren Agent 
10 at 12 en ein a f bldgs, hy 
suum, 1LL1AM, Scarboro' ugh, Nghe —— Yee ibe 11.30 
Off Rec, 74, Newborough st 
Suenipay, Grorce Mastiy, oo Ores st, General 
Agent Aug 11 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Sreap, Witi1am Pxiatrts, Northgate, Cleckheaton, Yor! 
Tailor Augilatii Off Rec, 31, Manorrow, Bradfo: 
Taznarne, TREHARNE THOMAS, Holloway rd, Linen Draper 
Aug 9at12 Bankruptcy bidge, Carey st 
Pee, 5 Hecxrorp Grorecz, W: os nang tak Essex, Florist 
ug 10 at 2.30 ptey bldgs, Carey st 
Unz, Epuunp, Featherstone bldgs, Holborn, Indiarubber 
‘actor Aug 11 at 12 bare Biockies y bldgs, Carey st 
Wanpy, F D, Copthall tockbroker’s Clerk Aug 9 
at 11 Bankruptcy mae ‘Carey st 
Youre, James Ropeer, Great Coram st, of no occupation 
Aug 11 at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
The ae amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
ished in the London Gazette of July 28 :— 


Pops, * sen Nechells, Birmingham, Solicitor’s Clerk 
Aug li at 12 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 


Finney, 
12 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Baccr, Henry, High st, Hens Hill, Bootmaker Hi 
Court Pet July 5 Ord J * 
Berrs, Cuar.es Currrorp, toe | Cooper Corsipes, 
Butler st, Milton st, Cardboa,d Box Manufacturers 
High Court Pet July 18 Ord July 28 





Bracu, Caar.es Seprimcs, Professor of Music 
Warwick Pet June 29 Ord July 95 

Baswnca.ey, Freperice Exvisna Crorron Seb 4, Ge; 
berwell; Tobacconist High Court Pet July 2) Ord 


July 27 
Browsine, Henay M 
Hastings Pet 
Burier, Josern Bexsamty, 
Pet July 22 Ord July 3 


July 27 


Kilndown, Goudhurst, Kent, 
uly 7 Ord 
ork, out of business York 


Cuapre.tt, Curistorxer Joyrnes, Sheffield, Maker 
Sheffield Pet July 27 yng Fd i583 
Davies, Evan, Ebbw V: 
Dz. A Jey Ord 2 oS) font Baker 
ace, ALFRED ana, iin 
Luton Pet J pate 


atts Davip eax Kentish Town, Dairy- 
High Court Pet te 3 Ord July 28 


inte: Wittiam, Nottingham, Boot Manufacturer Not- 
Pet July 27 Ord July 27 
Exits, Parr Parsert, Haverfordwest, Grocer Pembroke 
En Wr oman guedl ae ¥ Hinckley, Leics, Boot 
GLAND, WILLIAM, 
facturer Leicester Pet July27 Ord July 27 
Evauisa, Tazopors Hewitt, Chel! ease Narsery- 





man Bristol Bet July 39 Ord Ord July 
Foro, T, New Swindon Pet July 
Ord July 28 


eas Harry 8, Bodicote, Oxford, Accountant Banbury 
et July8 Ord July 29 
Pousen, ay Joap Fatsxp, Wores, Bookseller Worcester 
Pet Ji Ord July 28 


Gaiumer, » of Rowrar, Forest Gate, tae 

High Court Pet June17 Ord J 

Hearn, . AyrHony CHarvzs, En! Berkshire, : occu- 
pat N Pet July 27 July 28 

Horreaarp, JoHANnes Pysecee ste, Manchester, Produce 

Dealer Manchester 


Ord Jul 29 
weer p< Cardiff, W: Watchmaker Cundiff Pet July 27 


Kenpricx, Harry, Darlaston, Staffordshire, Grocer 
Walsall Pet July 13 Ord Jul 

Keys, a Newcastle upon Innkeeper New- 
castle w Pet July 29 July 29 

Be | tom ee Draper Bangor Pet July 28 

uly 

Lenmceren © ee Se Cabinet Maker Halifax 
Pet July Ord Jul: 

Marrtix, Tox, spake Stockport Pet July 7 
Ord Juiy 27 


Moors, 4 loucestershire Hairdresser 


Gloucester Pet July 30” Ord July 28 
Mossrorp, WiiuiaM, umental Mason Nant- 
wich Crewe "Pet July 28 Ord July 28 
—— woe Labourer 


Yiewsley, Windsor 
P. 4 ft Oe Alderman y Aeenbeer, Glove Agent 
ee NRY WIN, ve 
are, ee Pet July’ 27 Ord Jul: 


Paxten ALFRED, ———., out Riraeais Leicester 


July 28 Ord Jul: 
Puhiney of Wernf Lianycrwys, 


Carmarthen- 
= ao Sees Carmarthen Pet July 26 
Paorireno, ons Reegce, Sonam, Baker Newport, 
Mon 27 Ord July 28 
Rawson, Frey Painter Barrow in 
Furness 


in Furness, 
Pet ge! Feit Ord July 28 
Repeats, Epwarp, Maker Walsall 


Pet July 19 “Ord July 38” 
Reve.t, James Ispet, Jaan, Ringston, x Commercial 
y Pot duly 22 Ord 


Traveller Me 
July 27 
Qusee, Joun Ee and Francis Hesert Saunpers, 
a. Contractors Dorchester Pet July4 Ord 
Sunray, Tsatan B Brat, Oldham, Tailor Oldham Pet July 
SuHeripay, F an Aone Marrtix, Queen Victoria st, General 
h Court Pet 


8. J oCu Reading a ord ay 3s 
MELLIC, JOHN URE, 
Pet May25 OrdJuly2 | 
Gracech' 


Tarte, Jonnson, Harlow, Essex, Bui 
ford Pet 


July 25 Ord July 25 
Taytor, James, Rochdale, Wool Washer Oldham Pet 
July 28 Ord July 28 
Tempce, Georce fy el and Fran«x Joun Coats Wits0n, 
Bristol, Grocers Bristol Pet July 24 Ord July 27 
Tuomas, Ricuarp Danoc, St David’s, Pembrokeshire, 
Grover ‘Pembroke Dock Pet July 27 Ord July 28 


amy © 7 RT, er Druggist Birmingham 





Down Quilt June 
w iota, Ho Gotta 
EBB 
wee Faayx High Goat. Pet palin. we "s 
EY 
Bush, Auctioneer High et Ord 


J 
Wainy Bon, Rochdale, solicitor Oldham neat 
Wi _ Worcestersh: 
wens Kidderminster noe "Pet Tenet Grd une 
RIGHT, U Shelford, Cambridgeshire, 
lican be 7 Rg Pet July 29 Ord July 29 
The amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
lished in stay eormrtn —watan = ge - 
Cus‘vinchester Pet Jaly6 Ord duly 18 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Gneen, J tw Naa be 
EN, JOHN oe ea oee a, tee 
All letters intended for publication in the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 
Where difficulty is experienced im procuring the 
ts 





Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s, WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. ; by Post, 28s. Soxtorrors’ JouRNAL, 
26s. Od. ; by Post, 28s. Od. Volwmes bound 
at the office—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law cals, 
5s. 6d. 


LIVERPOOL.-OOMPTON HOTEL. 


UNRIVALLED FOR ITS COMFORT. 
Excellent Cuisine and Moderate Fixed Charges. 
Adjacent to best Shops, Shipping Offices, Stations, &c, 
Telephone No. 58. 


ATIONAL DISCOUNT COMPANY 
LIMITED). 
Subscribed w+ £4,288,825 
. 946,685 








‘ i ry ren ‘a it er 400,000 
peek han at call. 

a 
One and atl oa a rant, per anu at all, 


Money received for fixed periods at rates specially to be 
“POCHARLES HENRY Y HUTCHINS, Manager. 
LEO ieee 
No. 35, Cornhill, E.C., 8rd August, 1893. 
Special Advantages to Private Insurers. 
THE IMPERIAL ovsvrancs company 


umuatep, FIRE. 
Established 1908. 
1, Old Broad-street, E.C., and 22, Pall Mall, 8.W. 
Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid-up, £300,000. 
Total Funds £1,600,000. 
E, COZENS SMITH, 
General Manager. 











WAUEKEHNPHAST, 


Haymarket, 8.W. 





60, HAYMARKET, LONDON, S8.W. 


Gentlemen’s Shooting and Tour Boots. 
Ladies Glace Kid Boots and Shoes, all the latest sate: 
Riding Boots of every kind, all Hand Sewn. 


WAU EEN P HAST, I:tc., 
37, King William Street, London Bridge, B.C. . 458, Oxford Street, W. 
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Sata SE SOR 508 TS TRAE oe 
DEB TEWSON, 
& BRIDGEWATER to announce 
that their of LANDED ESTA’ , Investments, 
Bulldine Suburban, and baat Re Houses, Business Premises, 
Ground-Rents, Advowsons, Reversions 
faalen Shares, and other Properties will be held at the 
A =. Bone meget oo te near the Bank of 
of London, as f 
FN Aus. 22 
Fn as is Oct. 3 
Toon. ’ Oct, 17 Tues., Dec. 5 
ety, by arrangement. Mears. Debethamy, Tow or 
sountry arrangemen ‘ewson, 
Farmer, Bridgewater undertake Sales and aluations 
or Prebote ent and other purposes, of Furniture, Pictures, 
Farming Stock, Timber, &c. 





DETAILED LISTS OF 
Resi 


Fae de how Ae 
the ist of each month, and can 


be a = 
Debenham, Tewson, 
nes teen 80, 


Rondon, Bain Anis 
phone No. 1,508. _ 2 


INVESTMENTS, Estates, 
idences, Shops, and Business Pre- 
ld by private contract are i on 





DENMARK HILL, NEW CROSS, and DEPTFORD. 

Estate of the late F. C. Hills, Bsq.—Leasehold Investments. 
RS. ELLIS & SON are directed b 
the Executors of the late F. C. Hills, . to SEL. 

AUCTION, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 

at TWO ae» precisely, i in Three Lots, a BLOCK of 

THREE very superior detached FAMILY RESIDENCES, 

Nos. 97, ‘tol, “aa 103, -hill, two being let on 

to first-class tenants at the respective 

rents £145 and £140, the other being vacant, of the 

estimated rental of £130, held together under one lease 

of the De Coney Estate for a term having 39. 

years ichaelmas, 1893, at a ground-rent o 

£138 9s. A convenient Terrace "House, with long pare. 

No. 235, New-cross-road, let at a rent of £50, held of the 

’ Company for a term having 16] years un- 

at Michaelmas, 1893, at = queund- dunt of £6 12s.; 

the commodions waterside jises, Creek and Lower 

thet e esc emery in the occupation of Mesars. J. 

Hall Jun © ay 2 fuel merchan’ ) and Messrs. Joel 

slate merchants); let under one lease for 

the full quan tho reahel tins, and held for a term having 
24} years at Mic’ haelmas, 1893. 

Printed i , with plan and conditions of sale, 
may be aod Messrs. King, Wigg, & Co., Solicitors, 11, 
Queen V: cet, E.C.; at the Mart; and d of Messrs. 
Ellis & fon, Auctioneers and Surveyors, 45, Fenchurch- 





ESSRS. ROBT. W. MANN & SON, 
SURVEYORS, VALUERS, 


AUCTIONEERS, HOUSE AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


Rosr. W. Maryn, F.8.I., Tuomas R. Ransom, F.8.I. 
J. Bagsnaw Mann, F.8.1., W. H. Mann), 


2, Lower 
22. L 








mame. Hy. ¢ GROGAN & CO., 101, Park- 

to call the attenti f 
ientinn Pasion ct we Pe West-End 
Houses which have for Sale. on applica- 
tion. Surveys Valuations attended to. 


FFICES to be LET at 17, Pall-mall 
East, 8.W. — new building, spacious en- 


yy’ venience ; perfect 
sanitation ; gas ani y wearto light Tei om to cach floor ; 
rena from £40 to £960, inclu saclatio’ ell antes and tenes, coals, 


and office .— Apply to Housexzzrer on the premises. 


Brome s, ROW. se telat light Suites of 
Let on the und, first, 

moderate rentals. —Apply to 

oo & Expariver, Surveyors, 14, 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
LIMITED 
(Estasiisuepd 1828), 
Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personal 
Property, and Life Interests, and Life Policies, and 


Advance Money upon o= Securities.—17, King’s Arms- 


EVERSIONARY and LT1FE INTERESTS 
in LANDED or ruED=> fy etal or raga 
ao Annuities Loans 0! 


the POUITABLE RE- 
VERSIONARY 7 = “MoclETY (LIMITED), 1 
1835. 
lized. 
40, Y¥ LANE, W.C., 


terloo Bridge, Strand. bhished 
: UN A. W. COUSINS, 


500,000. Interest on Loans may be capita- 


% ean } Joint 
Secretanes 
UM SEAURED in 1692, £2391 800,000. 














CE CLAYTON, 
INSURANCE OFFICE. 
Founded 1710. 


Law Covers Branon, 
CER 





Profit and Loss New Account. 


N.B.—The 
is not included in 





jPNDoN ane. Pe ht BANKING 
ANY (Limited). 
~e in on al registered in 1880 under “‘ The 
Companies Acts, 1862 to 1879.” 


Capital, £8,000,000, in 100,000 Shares of £80 each. 
REPORT adopted at the Half-Yearly General Meeting, the 
Srd August, 1893. 


WILLIAM HENRY STONE, Esq., in the Chair. 


The Dice. in submitting to the fo sa wn the 
Balance-sheet for the half-year ending 30th June last, 
have to sages Sot, eee os * interest to customers and 
all charges, making — or bad and doubtful 
allowing £27,207 6s. 2d. for rebate on bills not due, 
transferring £20,000 a reduction of premises account, the 
net profits _ to £221,882 4s.10d. This sum, added to 
£61,685 12s. , the balance bi t forward from last 
account, And a total of £283,017 1s. 10d. 

The Directors have =. = Interim Dividend for 

year of 10 per cent., which will require £200,000, 
leaving the sum of £83,017 16s. 10d. to be carried to the 

The Directors report with deep regret the death of their 
esteemed colleague, Mr. Frederick Francis, who for over 
the afar years devoted so much attention and ability to 
the affairs of the SS Se and was for seventeen years the 


BSA filled, in accordance 
with the provisions of the Deed of Settlement by the 7 

intment of Mr. William _—-* — the firm of 

essrs. J. C. Harter & Co., of Manch 

The Dividend, £2 per share, free af Ine Income Tax, will be 
payable at the bi yt, or at any of the Branches, on 
or after Monday, 14th Ai 


Batance SHEET OF THE yee anp County Banxine 
Company (Limrrep), 30TH Junz, 1893. 
s. d. 


Dr. £ s. a £ 
Capital subscribed, 

£2,000,000 0 0 
1,000,000 0 0 


To 


d 

To Due by the Bank on 
Current Accounts, on 
Deposit Accounts, with 
Interest accrued, Circular 
Notes, &c........ 

To Liabilities on Accept- 
ances, covered by Cash 
or Securities or Bankers’ 
Guarantees 

To Rebate on Bills not due 
carried to next —— 

To Profit and Loss 
brought from last Aasount 

To Net — for the Half- 
year, after making provi- 
sion for bad and doubtful 
debts and transferring 
£20,000 to Premises Ac- 


84,405,116 7 10 


8,234,502 18 6 
27,207 6 2 
61,685 12 0 


221,832 410 


Guarantee of £187,500 
e above liabilities. 


283,017 16 10 


£40,940,844 9 4 
g. a, £ s. a. 
By Cash at the Head Office 
and Branches, and with 
. 4,685,459 14 1 
By Loans at Call and at 
Notice, covered by Se- 
2,91(,1838 14 8 
——_———— 7, 505,643 8 9 
a 1 ‘Gh ap oe 
By Consols (23 per 
registered and in Certifi- 
cates, and New 2} per 
Cents., and Exchequer 
Bonds(£6,306,991 7s.11d.) 
ada 4 per Cen 


ni . 
Bonds, ian 3 per 
Cent. Bonds, and Turkish 
4 per Cent. Bonds Guar- 
anteed by the British 
Government 

By India Government Stock 

and Debentures, and 


1,200,246 18 0 
12,782 11 5 
——————_ 9,077,355 10 8 


rent 10,140,079 14 4 
By Advances to }  aegpne 

at the Head Office and 
Branches 10,434,185 12 4 
————-_ 00,574,215 6 8 
By ce Customers 
mye pen wrth the 

a) 

ae 7 


3,234,502 18 6 


Prorir axnp Loss Account. 


Dr. 
Ze Tenet oe 
To Salaries and all other 
Office and Branches, 
Tax on Profits and Salaries 
To Transferred to the credit of Premises 


Account. 
To Dieritees, 10 per cent. 
for the Half-year 


£200,000 © 
To Balance carried 83,017 16 10 


a Balance brought forward from last Ac- 
By’ Grose ‘Plt the aly, after 
and sett 


fal te =. and including "ibe _ 
m 


£35,879 11s. 
December Fens 


Examined and audited by us, 


(Signed) gE F. DUNCANSON, 
og ot? GRENFELL, 
WH . STONE, 


W. HOWARD, 
JAS. GRAY, 
J. B. JAMES, 


JAS. GRAY, Chief 
London and County Banking Company (Limited), 
17th July, 1893. 


We have examined the foregoi 
Loss 


y 


Accoun 


Bills, and other amounts set forth, the whole of 

correctly stated; and we are of opinion this B 

and Profit and Loss Account are full and fair, 

drawn u a true and correct view of the@ 

pany’s by the books of the company. | 

HY. GRANT, 

HENRY GUNN, }4 

W. NORMAN, : 

London and County Banking Company (Limited), 7 

20th July, 1893. Gi 

ONDON and COUNTY B&A 


COMPANY pete) — —Notice is hasty @ 
a DIVIDEND on the capital of the fore Sean 


wil be PAY yt ending 


fairs as shown 


(Signed) 


PAYABLE to the ietors, either c. “he 
or at any of the Co 
Hoan Bagg on or after Monday, the 14th inst.—Byo 
the Board, 
W. HOWARD, Je 
JAS. GRAY, G 
J. B. JAMES, , 
21, Lombard-street, 4th August, 1893. 
as 


THE EQUITABLE FIRE AND 

OFFICE, LIMITED. 
MANCHESTER, LONDON, GLASGOW. 

£405 BAB, 

£140,000, _ 

£480,000. 





CaPiTaL 
Annvat Income (1801) over 
Secuniry To Insurszp, over 


AGENCY. —Gentlemen who can introduce S00 
BUSINESS. invited to apply ~y Agency. 

SPECIAL FEATURE in Accident Departme 
PREMIUM returned EVERY FIFTH YEA 
who have made no 


D. B. PATERSON, Manager and & 
EDE AND 8ON, 


nose 4geibh 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


To Her Lord Chancellor, the 
. Jeti bench, Corot Landon 


to 





ROBES FOR QUBEN’S COUNSEL AND E 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


and Gowns for Registrars, 
, and Clerks of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, University and Olergy G 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


Law W: 





94, CHANCERY LANE, LO 




















